


DEPOSITED BY THE 
UNITED STATES 


OF AMERICA 


[No. 17] 


H.R. 4414, TO AUTHORIZE CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 


Hovust or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., March 2, 1959. 

The committee met at 10:15 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The CoarrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, we have met this morning to consider 
what is known as the public works, military construction bill, which 
is H.R. 4414. 

(The bill is as follows :) 


(H.R. 4414, 86th Cong., 1st sess.] 
A BILL To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military installa- 
tions and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 


(Ordnance Corps) 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training facilities and troop housing, 
$730,000. 
Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facilities, $454,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Operational facilities, research, development, and 
test facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $5,387,000. 
Savannah Ordnance Depot, Illinois: Supply facilities, $1,748,000. 


(Quartermaster Corps) 


Fort Lee, Virginia: Training facilities and troop housing, $414,000. 
Columbus General Depot, Ohio; Utilities, $2,783,000. 


(Chemical Corps) 


Fort Detrick, Maryland: Research, development, and test facilities, $270,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research, development, and test facilities, 
operational facilities, and utilities, $532,000. 


(Signal Corps) 


Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Operational facilities, research, development, and 
test facilities, and utilities, $3,699,000. 
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(Corps of Engineers) 


Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Operational facilities, medical facilities, research, 
development, and test facilities, and utilties, $1,376,000. 


(Transportation Corps) 
Fort Eustis, Virginia: Hospital and medical facilities, $4,366,000. 


(Medical Corps) 
Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Colorado: Medical facilities and utilities, $150,000. 


FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 
(First Army Area) 


Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Training facilities, $59,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey : Training facilities, $64,000. 


(Second Army Area) 


A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Virginia: Training facilities, $229,000. 
Fort Knox, Kentucky: Training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facil- 
ities, and community facilities, $2,747,000. 
Fort i Maryland: Traning facilities, medical re and utilities, 
$2,530, 
(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Training facilities and maintenance facilities, 


$1,090,000. 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational facilities and maintenance facilities, 


000. 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky : Utilities, $2,300,000. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, 
and real estate, $2,636,000. 
Fort Stewart, Georgia : Training facilities, $238,000. 


(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Operational and training facilities, troop housing, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilites, administrative facilities, and utilities, 
$8,049,000. 

Fort Sam Houston, Texas: Operational and training facilities and mainte- 
nance facilities, $840,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities and maintenance 
facilities, $5,337,000. 

(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Utilities, $160,000. 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri: Operational facilities, medical facilities, and 


utilities, $553,000. 
Army Support Center, St. Louis, Missouri: Administrative facilities, $261,000. 


(Sixth Army Area) 


Baywood Park, California: Real estate, $144,000. 
Fort Ord, California : Supply facilities, $85,000. 
Presidio of San Francisco, California: Utilities, $218,000. 


(United States Military Academy) 


United States Military Academy, West Point, New York: Family housing 


and utilities, $6,417,000. 
(Alaska Command Area) 


Fort Greely : Family housing and community facilities, $2,395.000. 
Fort Richardson : Training facilities, $321,000. 
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(Tactical Installations and Support Facilities) 


Various locations: Family. housing, $1,646,000. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and utilities, $29,026,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
(Pacific Command Area) 


Helemano, Hawaii: Real estate, $90,000. : ‘ 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Training facilities and community facilities, 
$1,259,000. f 

Camp Buckner, Okinawa: Training facilities, $217,000. 

Pacific Scatter System: Operational. facilities, maintenance facilities, troop 
housing and utilities, $3,104,000. 


(Caribbean Command Area) 
Fort Kobbe, Canal Zone: Training facilities, $228,000. 
(European Command Area) 


France: Training facilities, $140,000. 

Germany: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, community facilites, and utilities, $10,338,000. 

Italy: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, com- 
munity facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,973,000. 


(Army Security Agency) 


Various locations: Administrative facilities, operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, troop housing, medical facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, 
family housing, and utilities, $5,573,000. 


(Strategic Army Communications) 


Various locations: Operational facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$1,288,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified mili- 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabili- 
tating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $99,330,000. ‘ 

Sec. 103. (a) The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army 
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by 
changes in Army missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen 
research and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for 
inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act would be incon- 
sistent with interests of national security, and in connection therewith to 
acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities. and 
equipment, in the total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Army, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final 
decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken 
under this section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This 
authorization will expire as of September 30, 1960, except for those public works 
projects concerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
ate: of Representatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to 

at date. 

(b) Section 103 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 638) is hereby 
repealed except for those public works projects thereunder concerning which 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
have been notified prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 
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Sec. 104. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Army 
is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family housing for 
occupancy as public quarters and community facilities at the following locations 
by utilizing foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or 
through other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation: 

Various locations, France, 400 units. 

Army Security Agency, location 12, 157 units and community facilities. 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amendments 
of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Army is authorized 
to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following 
locations: 

ARADCOM Tac Sites, 575 units. 

‘Fort Huachuca, Arizona, 200 units. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia, 223 units. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey, 200 units. 

Fort Ritchie, Maryland, 27 units. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, 367 units. 

Fort Bliss, Texas, 1,000 units. 

Fort Hood, Texas, 800 units. 

Fort Riley, Kansas, 867 units. 

¥ort Leonard Wood, Missouri, 800 units. 

‘Camp Irwin, California, 140 units. 

Fort Ord, California, 500 units. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky, 350 units. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Camp Losey, Puerto Rico, 150 units. 

Sro. 105. (a) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended under the heading, 
“CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES”, in section 101, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”, 
with respect to Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, strike out ‘$2,288,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$2,613,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps)”, with respect to New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania, strike 
out “$464,000” and insert in place thereof “$597,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES Signal Corps)”, 
with respect to Fort Huachuca, Arizona, strike out “$1,936,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$2,276,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “FrreLpD rorces FACILITIES (Fifth Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, strike out “$4,663,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$5,051,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause (1) 
of section 502 the amounts “$116,915,000” and “$294,394,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$118,101,000” and “$295,580,000”, respectively. 


TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military installa- 
tions and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Maintenance facilities, $1,422,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Maintenance facilities, $365,000. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Research, development, 
and test facilities, $318,000. 
- Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California: Subsidence protective measures, 
$1,350,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut: Troop housing, utilities, 
and real estate, $3,146,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance and production facilities, $3,417,000. 
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FLEET BASE FACILITIES 
Naval Station, Newport, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, $7,353,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


(Naval Air Training Stations) 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities; and, at Outlying Land- 
ing Field, Bravo, operational and training facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
ments, and real estate, $5,576,000. 

Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facilities, $462,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, and real estate, $2,811,000. 


(Fleet Support Air Stations) 


Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $26,897,000. 

Naval Air. Station, Miramar, California: Operational facilities, $305,000. 

Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia: Operational facilities, $336,000. 


(Marine Corps Air Stations) 


Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, $51,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California: Operational facilities, $48,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Santa Ana, California: Troop housing, $2,216,000. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, and troop housing, $3,940,000. 


(Special Purpose Air Stations) 


Naval Air Facility, Towers Field, Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, 
Maryland: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and troop housing, 
$1,051,000. 

Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Utilities, $726,000. 

Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Operational facilities, and re- 
search, development, and test facilities, $1,196,000. 

Naval Air Material Center, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Research, develop- 
ment, and test facilities, $333,000. 

Pacific Missile Range, Point Mugu, California: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, 
medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements; at Point Arguello, maintenance facilities, 
research development, and test facilities, ammunition storage facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements; and, at 
various Pacific islands, operational facilities, research, development, and test 
facilities, and troop housing, $30,050,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval Supply Depot, Bayonne, New Jersey : Administrative facilities, $123,000. 
Military Medical Supply Agency, Brooklyn, New York: Administrative facili- 
ties, $113,000. 
reper’ Supply Depot, San Diego, California: Administrative facilities, 


’ 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, California: Utilities, $432,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, and ammunition storage facilities, $328,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California: Operational and training 
facilities, ammunition storage facilities, and utilities, $1,137,000. 
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OBDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval Propellant Plant, Indian Head, Maryland: Research, development, and 
test facilities, $972,000. 
SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Utilities, $1,025,000. 

Naval Communication Training Center, Corry Field, Florida: Operational and 
training facilities, $1,000,000. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Troop housing, and utilities, 
$4,712,000. 

Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia : Real estate, $81,000. 

Naval Training Center, San Diego, California : Utilities, $144,000. 


MEDICAL FACILITIES 


Naval Medical Research Laboratory, New London, Connecticut: Medical re- 
search facilities, $75,000. 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Radio Station, Buskin Lake, Kodiak, Alaska: Operational facilities, 


,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Camp Chiniak, Alaska: Operational facilities, 
$40,000. 

Naval Communication Station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, 
$1,781,000. 

Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, West Virginia: Maintenance 
facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $3,957,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, administrative facilities, 
and ground improvements, $3,179,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor, Maine: Troop housing, $271,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval Research Laboratory, District of Columbia: Research, development, and 
test facilities, $1,591,000 
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


. a Ship Repair Facility, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational facilities, 
507,000. 
AVIATION FACILITIES 


4.183.000 Station, Argentia, Canada: Troop housing and community facilities, 
133, 
$ Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan: ee egg es facilities, $1,640,000. 

Naval Station, Bermuda: Troop housing, $295,000 
a gc Bo Air Station, Cubi Point, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Operational facili- 

es, 

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Opera- 
tional facilities, $47,000. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $3,579,000. 

Naval Air Station, Rota, Spain: Operational facilities, $11,934,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval Supply Center, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Supply facili- 
ties, and administrative facilities, $4,796,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Security Group Activity, Karamursel, Turkey: Utilities, $105,000. 

Naval Radio Facility, Londonderry, North Ireland: Troop housing, $267,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Lualualei, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $781,000. 
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Naval Security Group Activity, Okinawa: Operational facilities, $2,038,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Sebana Seca, Puerto Rico: Utilities, $86,000. 

Naval Radio Station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $274,000. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Public Works Center, Guam, Mariana Islands: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, and real estate, $10,947,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of 
$21,765,000. 

Sec. 203. (a) The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy in- 
stallations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by 
changes in Navy missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen re- 
search and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the 
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion 
in the next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final decision to im- 
plement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this 
section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This authoriza- 
tion will expire as of September 30, 1960, except for those public works projects 
concerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

(b) Section 203 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 646) is hereby re- 
pealed except for those public works projects thereunder concerning which the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have 
been notified prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

Sec. 204. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Navy 
is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family housing for 
occupancy as public quarters and community facilities at the following locations 
by utilizing foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
ultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through 
other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

Naval Station, Bermuda, 100 units. 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amend- 
ments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Navy is author- 
ized to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the follow- 
ing locations: 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston, South Carolina, 40 units. 

Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, California, 500 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nevada, 106 units. 

Naval Air Station, Glynco, Georgia, 225 units, 

Naval Station, Key West, Florida, 500 units. 

Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California, 500 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Mayport, Florida, 40 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, 320 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, New Iberia, Louisiana, 178 units. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut, 500 units. 

Naval Station, Newport, Rhode Island, 500 units. 

Naval Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama City, Florida, 42 units. 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Virginia, 250 units. 

Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, West Virginia, 142 units. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California, 150 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, 229 units. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, 100 units. 

Sec. 205. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in section 202, “$72,785,000”, and inserting in place thereof 
“$72,935,000”. (b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is 
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amended by striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$72,785,000”, 
and “$212,833,000”, and inserting respectively in place thereof ‘‘$72,935,000” and 
“$212,983,000”’. 

Sec. 206. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “INsipE THE UNITED States” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “aviaTION FacrILiTies (Naval Air Training Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, by striking 
out “$511,000” and inserting in place thereof “$664,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “‘avIATION FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)” 
with respect to the Naval Air Station, Key West, Florida, by striking out “$170,- 
000” and inserting in place thereof ‘$330,000 

(3) Under the subheading “avraTION FACILITIES (Marine Corps Air Stations)" 
with respect to the Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, by 
striking out “$273,000” and inserting in place thereof “$330,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 402 the amounts ‘“$312,004,000”, and “$460,- 
716,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof “$312,374,000”", and 
“$461,086,000”. 

Sec. 207. (a) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended under the heading 
“INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “AviATION FACILITIES (Marine Corps Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Marine Corps Air Facility, New River, North Caro- 
lina, by striking out “$39,000” and inserting in place thereof “$52,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “MARINE CORPS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, by striking out “$1,469,000” and 
inserting in place thereof “$1,596,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended under the heading “OuTsIpE 
THE UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “COMMUNICATION FACILITIES” with respect to the Naval 
Security Group Activity, Istanbul, Turkey, by striking out “$130,000” and in- 
serting in place thereof “$320,000”. 

(c) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause 
(2) of section 502 the amounts “$230,356,000”, “$48,199,000”, and “$337,611,000”, 
and inserting respectively in place thereof “$230,496,000”, ‘‘$48,389,000”, and 
“$337,941,000”. 





TITLE III 


Src. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and community facilities, $766,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Maintenance facilities, $190,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,309,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $1,285,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, community 
facilities, troop housing, and utilites, $2,814,000. 

Kingsley Field, Klamath Falis, Oregon: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and real estate, $976,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Training facilities. 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and troop housing, $1,755,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and utilities, $598,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,419,000. 

NORAD Headquarters, Colorado Springs Area, Colorado: Operational facili- 
ties, $10,000,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,234,000. 
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Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Operational facilities, and 
real estate, $357,000. 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Maintenance facili- 
ties, community facilities, and utilities, $866,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Maintenance facilities, 
and utilities, $925,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Operational 
facilities, and real estate, $269,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $4,266,000. 


ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


Hielson Air Force Base, Alaska: Community facilities, and utilities, $1,181,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska: Operational facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and utilities, $1,150,000. 

Galena Airport, Alaska; Ground improvements, $1,750,000. 

King Salmon Airport, Alaska : Supply facilities, and utilities, $1,690,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska: Mantenance facilities, $250,000. 

Various locations, Alaska: Operational and training facilities, community 
facilities, and utilities, $16,510,000. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Maintenance facilities, and supply 
facilities, $676,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational facilities, $341,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and utilities, $1,303,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational facilities, and 
supply facilities, $1,548,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, and community 
facilities, $2,676,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Supply facilities, and troop housing, 
$1,054,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $1,036,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Research, development, and 
test facilities, and supply facilities, $12,528,000. 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tullahoma, Tennessee: Research, 
development, and test facilities, and utilities, $5,690,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California : Research, development, and test 
facilities, and medical facilities, $787,000. 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and research, development, and test facilities, $833,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamagordo, New Mexico: Research, development, 
and test facilities, and utilities, $1,117,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Training facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, and administrative facilities, $3,125,- 
000 


Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational facilities, research, 
development, and test facilities, and real estate, $1,822,000. 

Sacramento Peak Upper Air Research Site, Alamagordo, New Mexico: Research, 
development, and test facilities, and utilities, $616,000. 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $1,828,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Operational facilities, $216,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Training facilities, and utilities, 
$1,307,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Operational facilities, $405,000. 
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Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, and community facilities, $1,598,000. 
Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Maintenance and facilities, $408,000. 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and hospital facilities, $7,741,000. 
Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational facilities, $250,000. 
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, utilities, ground improvements, and real estate, $2,193,000. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 


Gunter Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Administrative facilities, and 
troop housing, $1,915,000. 


“ee Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Operational facilities, $391,- 
HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities, and 
real estate, $21,810,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and community facilities, $822,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and utilities, $750,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,083,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Supply facilities, $253,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Maintenance facilities, $709,000. 


STRATEGIO AIR COMMAND 


as Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Maintenance facilities, 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, supply facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, $1,948,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational facilities, $300,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $416,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, and troop housing, $1,099,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational faciilties, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $1,- 
892,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $1,484,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Maintenance facilities, ground 
improvements, and real estate, $425,000. . 

Chernault Air Force Base, Lakes Charles, Louisiana: Utilities, and ground 
improvements, $350,000. 

Clinton County Air Force Base, Wilmington, Ohio: Hospital facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities, $4,458,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $621,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational facilities, 
supply facilities, and community facilities, $264,000. 

Davis Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $895,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and supply facilities, $1,260,000. 

Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational facilities, $292,000. 

Elisworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $1,445,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational facilities, 
$158,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational facilities, and main- 
tenance facilities, $855,000. 








o> tf act 











943 


Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Operational facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$1,523,000 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance corn supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utili- 
ties, $3,711,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Operational facilities, $6,- 
364,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational facilities, $410,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational facilities, and 
supply facilities, $1,036,000. 

Lineoln Ar Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Maintenance facilities, $164,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little’ Rock, Arkansas: Operational facilities, 
$325,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Maintenance facilities, $48,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Maintenance facilities, and supply 
facilities, $866,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Maintenance facilities, 
$1,066,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational facilities, and real 
estate, $6,165,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Witchita, Kansas: Operational facilities, and 
community facilities, $1,039,000. 

McCoy Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $8,402,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Operational fa- 
cilities, and troop housing, $1,361,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and utilities, $1,802,000. 

Pease ‘Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Operational facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $542,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Operational facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $1,134, 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $21,533,000. 

Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational facilities, $4,147,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and community facilities, $1,505, 

Vandenberg Air Force Base, Lompoc, California : Operational facilities, and 
real estate, $147,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational facilities, and 
ground improvements, $942,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and supply facilities, $2,406,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $2,800,000. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Cannon Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Maintenance facilities, $800,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $2,468,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Hospital facilities, $2,222,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Maintenance facilities, $540,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona : Supply facilities, $93,000. 

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Maintenance 
facilities, $151,000, 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational facilities, and main- 
tenance facilities, $672,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Maintenance facilities, $3,249,000. 

Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina : Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $3,150,000. 
grimace Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Maintenance facilities, 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Operational facilities, and main- 
tenance facilities, $246,000. 
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AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, troop housing, 
community facilities, utilities, and real estate, $97,257,000. 


OvuTsIpE THE Unirsp STATES 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 
Various locations : Operational facilities, and utilities, $2,566,000. 


PACIFIC AIR FORCES 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational facilities, $1,299,000. 

Wake Island: Supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $4,953,000. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, hospital facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities, and ground improvements, $22,633,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Supply facilities, and utilities, $374,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, and supply facili- 
ties, $1,309,000. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $6,996,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$16,926,000. 

UNITED STATES SECURITY SERVICE 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $4,908,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational facilities, $105,000. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, medica) facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili- 
ties, utilities, and ground improvements, $16,987,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities for ballistic, strategic, and defense missiles 
and ballistic missile detection by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabili- 
tating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui- 
sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total 
amount of $443,541,000. 

Sec. 303. (a) The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or. develop Air 
Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary 
by changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, new and unfore- 
seen research and development requirements, or improved production schedules, 
if the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for 
inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act would be incon- 
sistent with interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, 
consruct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip- 
ment, in the total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and House of Representatives immedittely upon reaching a final decision 
to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under 
this section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This au- 
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thorization will expire as of September 30, 1960, except for those public works 

projects concerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 

House of Representatives ‘have been notified pursuant to this section prior to 

that date. 

(b) Section 308 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 655) is hereby 
repealed except for those public works projects thereunder concerning which 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
have been notified prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

Sec. 304. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Air 
Force is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family hous- 
ing for occupancy as public quarters and community facilities at the following 
locations by utilizing foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions 
of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 
454), or through other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration: 

Various locations, France, 300 units. 

Alconbury RAF Station, United Kingdom, 203 units and community facilities. 

Bentwaters RAF Station, United Kingdom, 187 units and community facil- 
ities. 

Burderop Park Hospital, United Kingdom, 152 units and community facilities. 

Croughton RAF Station, United Kingdom, 31 units. 

Greenham Common RAF Station, United Kingdom, 135 units. 

High Wycombe RAF Station, United Kingdom, 136 units. 

Lakenheath-Mildenhall Area, United Kingdom, 468 units and hospital facil- 
ities. 

Ruislip (West) RAF Station, United Kingdom, community facilities. 
Sculthorpe RAF Station, United Kingdom, 61 units and community facilities. 
Welford RAF Station, United Kingdom, 31 units. 

Wethersfield RAF Station, United Kingdom, community facilities. 

Woodbridge RAF Station, United Kingdom, community facilities. 

Classified location, 333 units and community facilities. 

(b) In accordance with the proviisons of title IV of the Housing Amendments 
of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force is authorized 
to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following 
locations : 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Arkansas, 470 units, 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Indiana, 300 units. 

Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio, 150 units. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 300 units. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Mississippi, 340 units. 

Craig Air Force Base, Alabama, 200 units. 

Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, 250 units. 

Dow Air Force Base, Maine, 480 units. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, South Dakota, 190 units. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Montana, 300 units. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota, 470 units. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi, 240 units. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Michigan, 285 units. 

K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Michigan, 260 units. 

Larson Air Force Base, Washington, 330 units. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Texas, 110 units. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, 400 units. 

Mather Air Force Base, California, 230 units. 

Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, 320 units. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho, 550 units. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, 300 units. 

Schilling Air Force Base, Kansas, 240 units. 

Vance Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 170 units. 

Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, 400 units. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Missouri, 350 units. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, 390 units. 

Src. 305. (a) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended, under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND”, with respect to Ladd Air 
Force Base, strike out “$1,630,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$1,895,000”. 
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(b) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) 
of section 502 the amounts “$160,705,000”, and “$607,460,000” and inserting in 
place there of “$160,970,000”, and “$607,725,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 306. (a) Public Law 85-685, is amended, under the heading “INSIDE THE 
UnirTep States” in section 301 as follows: 

Under the subheading “sTRATEGIC AIR COMMAND”’— 

(1) with respect to Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, 
strike out “$1,832,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,182,000”. 
(2) with respect to Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska, strike out 
“$3,265,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,890,000”. 
(3) with respect to Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin, 
strike out “$15,552,000” and insert in place thereof “$16,655,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-685, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 
the amounts ‘“$542,161,000” and “$952,415,000” and inserting in place thereof 
“$544,239,000” and “$954,493,000”, respectively. 


TITLE IV 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Src. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to establish 
‘or develop installations and facilities under this Act without regard to sections 
3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 529; 40 U.S.C. 259, 
267), and sections 4774(d) and 9774(d) of title 10, United States Code. The 
authority to place permanent or temporary improvements on land includes 
authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision inci- 
dent to construction. That authority may be exercised before title to the land is 
approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40 P.S.C. 255), 
and even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to acquire real 
estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, and 
interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of 
Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces- 
sary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public works projects 
authorized by titles I, II, III, and IV shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $90,212,000; outside the United 
States, $24,210,000; section 102, $99,330,000; section 103, $17,500,000; or a 
total of $231,252,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $114,514,000; outside the United 
States, $41,505,000; section 202, $21,765,000; section 203, $17,500,000; or a 
total of $195,284,000. 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $332,664,000 ; outside the United 
States, $79,056,000; section 302, $443,541,000; section 303, $17,500,000; or a 
total of $872,761,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in titles I, II, and III of this Act, may, in 
the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum for 
projects inside the United States (other than Alaska) and by 10 per centum for 
projects outside the United States or in Alaska. However, the total cost of all 
projects in each such title may not be more than the total amount authorized to 
be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) of 
title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the estab- 
lishment or development of military installations and facilities in foreign 
countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative method of adequately auditing those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be awarded, 
insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if 
the national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent with 
chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code. The Secretaries of the military 
departments shall report semiannually to the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives with respect to all contracts awarded 
on other than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 

Sec. 406. As of July 1, 1960, all authorizations for military public works to be 
accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the 
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establishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all 
authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts approved 
before August 31, 1957, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts or land acquisitions in 
bebaccd or in part before July 1, 1960, and authorizations for appropriations 

erefor ; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guarantee for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of the Act of July 14, 
1952 (66 Stat. 606, 622) ; 

(4) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communications, 
France, in the amount of $10,000,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, 
of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 609) ; 

(5) the authorization for development of classified facilities in the amount 
of $6,439,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, of the Act of September 
28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 343) ; 

(6) the authorization for public works and for the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47), as amended; 

(7) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 507 of the Act of August 
20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 661), the authorization for : 

(a) family housing at a classified installation in the amount of $2,234,- 
000 that is contained in title I, section 101, of the Act of July 15, 1955 
(69 Stat. 324, 328) ; 

(b) classified facilities in the amount of $369,000 that is contained in 
title I, section 102, of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 328) ; 

(c) the United States Army, Europe, in the amount of $6,925,000 that 
is a in title I, section 101, of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 
991, 994) ; 

(d) the Caribbean Command Area, in the amount of $1,060,000 that 
is contained in title I, section 101, of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 
991, 994) ; 

(e) classified facilities in the amount of $6.300,000 that is contained in 
title I, section 102, of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 994) ; 

(£) land acquisition and obstruction removal for flight clearance in 
the amount of $754,000 at various locations that is contained in title II, 
section 201, under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES” and sub- 
heading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Stations)” of the 
Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 332), as amended ; 

(g) operational facilities in the amount of $700,000 at the Naval Air 
Station, Jacksonville, Florida, that is contained in title II, section 201, 
under the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” and subheading “AVIATION 
FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)” in the Act of August 3, 1956 
(70 Stat. 991, 996), as amended ; 

(h) the authorization for the construction of family housing contained 
in the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), to the extent that section 
504 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 660), made available such 
authorization for the construction of family housing for the Department 
of the Army at Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania, Fort Benjamin Harrison, 
Indiana, and Fort Shafter, Hawaii, and for the Department of the Air 
Force at Sundance, Wyoming, and at four locations outside the United 
States. 

Sec. 407. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as 
amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During fiscal years 1959 through and including 1962, the Secre- 
taries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease 
housing facilities at or near military tactical installations for assignment as 
public quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, without 
rental charge upon a determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, 
that there is a lack of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tac- 
tical installations. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or indi- 
vidual unit basis and not more than seven thousand five hundred of such units 
may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures for the rental of such housing 
facilities may be made out of appropriations available for maintenance and 
operation but may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 
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Sec. 408. Subsection (a) of section 406 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 
Stat. 531, 556), as amended, is amended to read as follows: 

“(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law, and effective July 1, 
1958, no family housing units shall be contracted for or acquired at or in sup- 
port of military installations or activities unless the actual number of units 
involved has been specifically authorized by an annual military construction 
authorization Act except (1) housing units acquired pursuant to the provisions 
of section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 1955; (2) rental guarantee family 
housing authorized under section 302 of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 
622) ; and (3) housing units leased for terms of one year, whether renewable 
or not, or for terms of not more than five years pursuant to the provisions of 
section 2675 of title 10, United States Code.” 

Sec. 409. Section 407 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 556), as 
amended, is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 407. (a) Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law, members of 
the Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, and Public Health Service, with dependents, may occupy on a rental 
basis, without loss of basic allowance for quarters, inadequate Government- 
owned quarters under the jurisdiction of any of the uniformed services which 
have been constructed, converted, or designated for assignment as public quar- 
ters. The net difference between the basic allowance for quarters and the fair 
rental value of such quarters shall be paid from otherwise available 
appropriations. 

“(b) The provisions of this section shall be administered under regulations 
approved by the President. 

“(c) The Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force for the respective 
military departments, the Secretary of the Treasury for the Coast Guard when 
the Coast Guard is operating as a service in the Treasury Department, the 
Secretary of Commerce for the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Secretary 
of Health, Education, and Welfare for the Public Health Service (hereafter 
referred to as the ‘Secretaris’), are each authorized, subject to standards 
established pursuant to (b) above, to designate as rental housing Government- 
owned housing which has been constructed, converted, or designated for assign- 
ment as public quarters and which he determines to be inadequate for such 
purposes. 

“(d) The Secretaries are each further authorized, subject to standards estab- 
lished pursuant to subsection (b) above, to lease inadequate Government-owned 
housing to personnel of any of the mentioned services for occupancy by them 
and their dependents. The housing facilities leased, as herein provided, shall 
have either been constructed or converted for assignment as public quarters 
with funds derived from appropriations made for such purposes, or else desig- 
nated for assignment as public quarters. 

“(e) All housing units determined pursuant to subsection (c) of this section 
to be inadequate shall, prior to July 1, 1961, either be altered or improved so 
as to qualify as public quarters, or be demolished or otherwise disposed of. 

“(f) This section shall have no application to any housing financed with 
mortgages insured under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing 
Act as in effect prior to the enactment of the Housing Amendments of 1955. 

“(g) Nothing in this Act shall be construed to repeal or affect the authority 
contained in the Act of July 2, 1945 (59 Stat. 316).” 

Sec. 410. Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 4774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(g) Not more than 10 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for officers of the Army may be four-bedroom quarters hav- 
ing a net floor area of 1,400 square feet or less for occupancy by officers holding 
grades below major.” 

(b) Section 7574 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof : 

“(e) Not more than 10 percent of the family quarters constructed from 
appropriated funds for officers of the Navy may be four-bedroom quarters 
having a net floor area of 1,400 square feet or less for occupancy by officers 
holding grades below lieutenant commander.” 

(c) Section 9774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(g) Not more than 10 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for officers of the Air Force may be four-bedroom quarters having 
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a net floor area of 1,400 square feet or less for occupancy by officers holding 
grades below major.” 

Src. 411. To the extent that any authority provided by the Act of August 20, 
1958 (72 Stat. 636), or this Act, for the construction of appropriated fund family 
housing at locations in foreign countries is not utilized, the construction or 
acquisition of the number of housing units so authorized may be accomplished 
at the same locations under the authority of section 407 of the Act of September 
1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended. 

Sec. 412. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, and III of this Act 
shall be deemed to authorize any building construction project within the con- 
tinental United States (other than Alaska) at a unit cost in excess of— 

(1) $32 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing ; 

(2) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing ; 

(3) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks ; 

(4) $8,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters ; 
unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of special circum- 
stances, application to such project of the limitations on unit costs contained 
in this section is impracticable. 

Sec. 413. Section 4 of the Act of April 3, 1958 (72 Stat. 78) is amended by 
striking out “$500,000” and inserting in place thereof “$900,000”. 

Sec. 414. (a) Section 2662, title 10, United States Code, is repealed. 

(b) The analysis of chapter 159, title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out the following item: 


“2662. Real property transactions: agreement with Armed Services Committee; reports.” 


(c) Section 43 of the Act of August 10, 1956 (70A Stat. 636) is repealed. 
Sec. 415. Titles I, II, III, and IV of this Act may be cited as the “Military 
Construction Act of 1959”. 
TITLE V 


RESERVE Forces FACILITIES 


Sec. 501. Subject to chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, the Secretary 
of Defense may establish or develop the following facilities for reserve forces: 
(1) For Department of the Army: 


ARMY RESERVE 


Akron (Number 2), Ohio: Training facilities, $574,000. 
Allentown-Bethlehem, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $302,000. 
Anderson, Indiana: Training facilities, $136,000. 

Ann Arbor, Michigan: Training facilities, $317,000. 

Aurora, Illinois: Training facilities, $302,000. 

Bardstown, Kentucky: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Beaver Dam, Wisconsin: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Bellaire, Ohio: Training facilities, $302,000. 

Bloomington, Illinois: Training facilities, $168,000. 
Bloomington, Indiana: Training facilities, $302,000. 
Bridgeport-Fairfield, Connecticut: Training facilities addition, $64,000. 
Bronx, New York: Training facilities, $98,000. 

Brownsville, Texas: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Butler, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $136,000. 

Champaign, Illinois: Training facilities, $302,000. 

Chicago Heights, Illinois: Training facilities, $802,000. 

Chico, California: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Cumberland, Maryland: Training facilities, $288,000. 

Dallas (Number 2), Texas: Training facilities addition, $64,000. 
Dayton, Ohio: Training facilities, $48,000. 

Delaware, Ohio: Training facilities, $302,000. 

Detroit (Number 1), Michigan: Training facilities, $602,000. 
Detroit (Number 2), Michigan,: Training facilities, $602,000. 
Duluth, Minnesota: Training facilities, $317,000. 

East Saint Louis, Illinois: Training facilities, $156,000. 

El Dorado, Arkansas; Training facilities, $152,000. 

Evanston, Illinois: Training facilities, $574,000. 

Flint, Michigan: Training facilities $551,000. 

Fort Smith, Arkansas: Training facilities, $152,000. 
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Fulton, Missouri: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Gadsden, Alabama: Training facilities, $144,000. 

Galveston, Texas: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, Training facilities, $168,000. 
Glens Falls, New York: Training facilities, $176,000. 
Hammond, Indiana: Training facilities : $168,000. 

Harrison, Arkansas: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Jefferson City, Missouri: Training facilities, $288,000. 

Joliet, Illinois: Training facilities, $302,000. 

Kankakee, Illinois: Training facilities, $168,000. 

La Crosse, Wisconsin: Training facilities, $317,000. 
Lafayette, Louisiana : Training facilities, $152,000. 

Malone, New York: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Mankato, Minnesota: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Marion, Ohio: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Meadville, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $168,000. 
Milwaukee (West), Wisconsin: Training facilities $602,000. 
Morristown, New Jersey: Training facilities, $317,000. 
Mount Vernon, Ohio: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Muncie, Indiana: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Muskogee, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $288,000. 

New Orleans (Number 1), Louisiana: Training facilities, $520,000. 
Odessa, Texas: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Okmulgee, Oklahoma : Training facilities, $160,000. 

Olean, New York: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Oswego, New York: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Painesville, Ohio: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Pittsburgh (Number 3), Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $574,000. 
Purcell, Oklahoma : Training facilities, $160,000. 

Rolla, Missouri: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Rutland, Vermont: Training facilities, $143,000. 
Sacramento, California: Training facilities addition, $61,000. 
Saint Cloud, Minnesota: Training facilities, $330,000 

Salem, Oregon: Training facilities, $61,000. 

San Antonio (Number 2), Texas: Training facilities, $520,000. 
San Diego, California : Training facilities, $526,000. 

San Marcos, Texas: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Santa Barbara, California : Training facilities, $136,000. 
Savannah, Georgia: Training facilities, $259,000. 

Springfield, Missouri: Training facilities addition, $73,000. 
Uniontown, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $220,000. 
Vallejo, California : Training facilities, $302,000. 
Washington, Iowa: Training facilities, $160,000. 
Washington, Missouri: Training facilities, $160,000. 
Washington, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $136,000. 
Wenatchee, Washington: Training facilities, $168,000. 
Westminster, Maryland: Training facilities, $160,000. 
Various locations: Training facilities minor additions, $1,788,000. 
Land acquisition : Training facilities, $800,000. 





ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES (ARMORY) 


Amsterdam, New York: Training facilities, $55,000. 
Anchorage, Alaska: Training facilities, $276,000. 

Baltimore (Dundalk), Maryland: Training facilities, $215,000. 
Bayamon, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $150,000. 

Beebe, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 

Belen, New Mexico: Training facilities, $57,000. 

Benson, North Carolina: Training facilities, $105,000. 
Birmingham, Alabama: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Buffalo, New York: Training facilities, $75,000. 

Butte, Montana : Training facilities, $70,000. 

Cape May Court House, New Jersey: Training facilities, $250,000 
Colby, Kansas: Training facilities, $80,000. 

Colville, Washington: Training facilities, $150,000. 

De Witt, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 

Donna, Texas: Training facilities, $99,000. 
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Dover, New Jersey : Training facilities, $250,000. 
Durant, Mississippi: Training facilities, $54,000. 
Elizabeth City, North Carolina: Training facilities, $105,000. 
Enosburg Falls, Vermont: Training facilities, $169,000. 
Farmington, Missouri: Training facilities, $115,000. 
Gainesville, Georgia : Training facilities, $90,000. 
Greeley, Colorado: Training facilities, $132,000. 

Hazen, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 

Idaho Falls, Idaho: Training facilities, $105,000. 

Inman, South Carolina: Training facilities, $99,000. 
Iuka, Mississippi: Training facilities, $54,000. 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $375,000. 
Jonesville, South Carolina : Training facilities, $99,000. 
Leominster, Massachusetts : Training facilities, $200,000. 
Logan, Ohio: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Milan, Tennessee: Training facilities, $91,000. 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin: Training facilities, $235,000. 
Mount Olive, North Carolina: Training facilities, $105,000. 
New Brockton, Alabama: Training facilities, $70,000. 
Olean, New York: Training facilities, $46,000. 

Omaha, Nebraska: Training facilities, $450,000. 

Oswego, New York: Training facilities, $52,000. 
Plentywood, Montana: Training facilties, $63,000. 

Ponce, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $150,000. 
Princeton, West Virginia: Training facilities, $60,000. 
Quitman, Mississippi: Training facilities, $54,000. 
Riverdale, New Jersey : Training facilities, $250,000. 
Ronceverte, West Virginia: Training facilities, $54,000. 
Roswell, New Mexico: Training facilities, $200,000. 
Saint Paul, Minnesota: Training facilities, $565,000. 
Salem, Oregon: Training facilities, $160,000. 

San German, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $150,000. 
Savannah, Georgia: Training facilities, $600,000. 

Silver City, New Mexico: Training facilities, $60,000. 
Tomahawk, Wisconsin : Training facilities, $160,000. 
Troy, New York; Training facilities, $47,000. 

Webb, Mississippi: Training facilities, $54,000. 

Various locations: Training facilities minor conversions, $84,000. 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 
( NONARMORY ) 


Bismarck, North Dakota: Maintenance facilities, $57,000. 

Buckhannon, West Virginia: Administrative and supply facilities, $206,000. 
Camp Drum, New York: Maintenance facilities, $308,000. 

Hayward, Wisconsin : Maintenance facilities, $52,000. 

Jersey City, New Jersey : Maintenance facilities, $49,000. 


(2) For Department of the Navy: 


NAVAL RESERVE AVIATION 


Naval Air Station (Dobbins Air Force Base), Atlanta, Georgia: Operational 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $838,000. 

Naval Air Station, Dallas, Texas: Operational facilities and supply facilities, 
$348,000. 

Naval Air Station, Glenview, Illinois: Operational facilities, $59,000. 

Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile, Michigan: Operational facilities and utilities, 
$771,000. 

Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos, California: Operational facilities, supply 
facilities, and utilities, $563,000. 

Naval Air Station, New Orleans, Louisiana: Supply facilities and maintenance 
facilities, $178,000. 

Naval Air Station, Olathe, Kansas: Operational facilities, $192,000. 

Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, 
$76,000. 

Naval Air Station, Willow Grove, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, supply 
facilities, and medical facilities, $797,000. 
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NAVAL RESERVE (SURFACE) 





Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Beaumont, Texas: Opera- 
tional facilities, $65,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Champaign, Illinois: Training facilities, 
$70,000. 

Naval Reserve Training Center, Cleveland, Ohio: Training facilities, $655,000. 

Naval Reserve Training Center, Galveston, Texas: Operational facilities, 
$204,000. 

Naval Reserve Electronics Facilities, Kingsville, Texas: Training facilities, 
$35,000. 

Naval Reserve Training Center, New Haven, Connecticut: Operational fa- 
cilities, $323,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Saint Louis, Missouri: 
Training facilities, $697,000. 

Naval Reserve Training Center, San Diego, California: Operational facilities, 
$226,000. 

Naval Reserve Training Center, Whitestone, New York: Operational facilities, 
$104,000. 

MARINE CORPS RESERVE (GROUND) 


Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Chicago, Illinois: Training facilities, 
$518,000. 

Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Johnson City, Tennessee: Training 
facilities and land acquisition, $330,000. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Saint Louis, Missouri: 
Training facilities, $370,000. 

Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, San Rafael, California: Training 
facilities, $490,000. 

Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Tampa, Florida: Training facilities, 
$391,000. 

(3) For Department of the Air Force: 


AIR FORCE RESERVE 


Bakalar Air Force Base, Columbus, Indiana: Supply facilities and operational 
facilities, $364,000. 

Davis Field, Muskogee, Oklahoma; Troop housing and utilities, $92,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Operational facilities, $823,000. 

General Mitchell Field, Miwaukee, Wisconsin: Troop housing, $43,000. 

O'Hare International Airport, Chicago, Illinois: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities and utilities, $1,890,000. 

Portland International ‘Airport, Portland, Oregon: Operational facilities, 


$588,000. 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Supply facilities, 
$105,000. 

Willow Grove Naval Air Station, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities and troop housing, $188,000. 


AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 


Alpena County Airport, Alpena, Michigan: Operational facilities, $105,000. 

New Orleans Naval Air Station, New Orleans, Louisiana: Operational facili- 
ties and supply facilities, $274,000. 

Baer Field, Fort Wayne, Indiana: Operational facilities, $238,000. 

Bethel Air National Guard Base, Bethel, Minnesota: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $4,963,000. 

Buckley Naval Air Station, Denver, Colorado: Operational facilities, 


Burlington Municipal Airport, Burlington, Vermont: Maintenance facilities, 
$123,000. 

Camp Williams, Camp Douglas, Wisconsin: Operational facilities, $82,000. 

Cheyenne Municipal Airport, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Operational facilities, 
238,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Maintenance facilities, $123,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Maintenance facilities, $245,000. 

Haleakala Aircraft Control and Warning Facility, Maui, Hawaii: Opera- 
tional facilities, $446,000. 
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Hancock Field, Syracuse, New York: Operational facilities, $596,000. 

Hector Field, Fargo, North Dakota: Operational facilities, $946,000. 

Hubbard Field, Reno, Nevada: Operational facilities, $259,000. 

Hulman Field, Terre Haute, Indiana: Operational facilities, $238,000. 

Kokee Aircraft Control and Warning Facility, Kauai, Hawaii: Operational 
facilities, $283,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Operational facilities, 
supply facilities and maintenance facilities, $2,323,000. 

Memphis Municipal Airport, Memphis, Tennessee: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities and supply facilities, $1,825,000. 

nen Municipal Airport, Greater Peoria, Illinois: Operational facilities, 
$192,000. 

San Juan International Airport, San Juan, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities 
and supply facilities, $943,000. 

Sioux Falls (Foss Field), Sioux Falls, South Dakota: Maintenance facilities, 
$123,000. 

Springfield Municipal Airport, Springfield, Ohio: Operational facilities, 

05,000 


Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Maintenance facilities, $123,000. 

Will Roger Field, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational facilities, $317,000. 

(4) For all reserve components: Facilities made necessary by changes in 
the assignment of weapons or equipment to reserve forces units, if the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee determines that deferral of such facilities for inclu- 
sion in the next law authorizing appropriations for specific facilities for reserve 
forces would be inconsistent with the interests of national security and if the 
Secretary of Defense or his designee notifies the Senate and the House of 
Representatives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of 
the nature and estimated cost of any facility to be undertaken under this 
subsection: Provided, That the first sentence of section 2233a of title 10, United 
States Code, shall not apply to facilities authorized by this subsection. 

Sec. 502. (a) Public Law 85-685, is amended under the heading “NAVAL RE- 
SERVE (AVIATION)” in clause (1) of section 603 by striking out the following: 

“Naval Air Station, Denver, Colorado: Maintenance facilities, utilities, and 
land acquisition, $652,000.” 

“Naval Air Station, Niagara Falls, New York: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities, $652,000.” 

(b) Public Law 85-685, is amended under the heading “AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
OF THE UNITED STATES” of section 603 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Barnes Field, Westfield, Massachusetts, strike out 
“$740,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,030,000.” 

(2) With respect to various locations: Runway arrestor barriers, strike 
out “$300,000” and insert in place thereof “$480,000.” 

(c) Public Law 85-685 is amended under the heading “ARMY RESERVE” of 
section 603 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Canton, Ohio, strike out “$40,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$61,000.” 

(2) With respect to Greenwood, South Carolina, strike out “$85,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$117,000.” 

(3) With respect to Johnstown, Pennsylvania, strike out “$99,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$136,000.” 

(d) Public Law 85-685 is amended under the heading “ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 
OF THE UNITED STATES (ARMORY)” in clause 3 of section 603 by striking out the 
following: 

“Bethlehem, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $45,000.” 

“Carlisle, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $45,000.” 

“Chester, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $206,000.” 

“Clayton, New Mexico: Training facilities, $57,000.” 

“Hammonton, New Jersey: Training facilities, $175,000.” 

“Ligonier, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $45,000.” 

“Northwest Saint Paul, Minnesota: Training facilities, $130,000.” 

“Pitman, New Jersey: Training facilities, $175,000.” 

“Princeton, New Jersey: Training facilities, $175,000.” 

“Salem, New Jersey: Training facilities, $15,000.” 

(e) Public Law 85-685 is amended by striking out in clause (1) of section 
606 “$11,886,000” and inserting in place thereof “$10,582,000;” and by striking 
out in clause (2)(b) of section 606 “$11,976,000” and inserting in place thereof 
“$12,446,000 ;” and by striking out in clause (3) of section 606 “$28,330,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$27,352,000.” 
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Sec. 503. The Secretary of Defense may: establish or develop installations and 
facilities under this title without regard to sections 3648 and 3734 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, as amended, and sections 4774(d) and 9774(d) of title 10, 
United States Code. The authority to place permanent or temporary improve- 
ments on land includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, plan- 
ning, and supervision incident to construction. That authority may be exercised 
before title to the land is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to 
acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to acquire 
land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, ex- 
change of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 
Sec. 504. Appropriations for facilities projects authorized by section 501 for 

the respective reserve components of the armed forces may not exceed— 
(1) for Department of the Army: 

(a) Army Reserve, $20,748,000 ; 

(b) Army National Guard of the United States, $8,316,000 ; 





(2) for Department of the Navy: Naval and Marine Corps Reserves,. 


$8,300,000 ; 
(3) for Department of the Air Force: 
(a) Air Force Reserve, $4,093,000 ; 
(b) Air National Guard of the United States, $15,536,000. 

Sec. 505. Any of the amounts named in section 501 of this Act may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of Defense, be increased by 15 per centum, but the 
total cost for all projects authorized for the Army Reserve, the Army National 
Guard of the United States, the Naval and Marine Corps Reserves, the Air 
Force Reserve, and the Air National Guard of the United States, may not exceed 


the amounts named in clauses (1)(a), (1)(b), (2), (3)(a), and (3)(b) of 


section 504, respectively. 

Sec. 506. This title may be cited as the “Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1959.” 

The Cuarrman. I think it is important that I make a brief state- 
ment with reference to this bill. It might be of some aid and assist- 
ance to us before we take up the different witnesses for explanations. 

Members of the committee, I do not need to stress the importance of 
this bill. All of the older members of the committee are fully aware 
of this and the new members will soon discover what this annual bill 
means in our total defense picture. 

This bill contains requests for authority for the construction of the 
physical plant for our military forces. This physical plant together 
with the men and the equipment make up the three essential elements 
of our defense structure. 

The bill this year totals $1,303,676,000 for the active forces divided 
among the three services as follows: 











Army $231, 252, 000° 
Navy 195, 284, 000 
Air Force 872, 761, 000 
Deficiency authorizations (total for all 3 services) _----------_--- 4, 379, 000 

Total 1, 303, 676, 000 





To this total of $1.3 billion must be added the construction for the 
Reserve components which totals $57,553,000—again, broken down as 
follows: 

















Army Reserve. $20, 748, 000 
Army National Guard 8, 316, 000 
Navy and Marine Reserves 8, 300, 000 
Bir Torce Beserve...._._.__..........-. 4, 093, 000 
Air National Guard 15, 536, 000 
Deficiency authorizations (total for all 3 services) 560, 000 





Total 57, 553, 000 
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So, the total of the bill including active forces, Reserve components, 
and deficiency authorizations, is $1,361,229,000. 

The budget contains $1,540,000,000 and it is this sum which the 
Appropriations Committee has before it at this time for consideration. 
The difference between the two figures is explained by the fact that 
some authorization which still remains from prior years is also being 
funded this year. 

I am glad to state that this year’s program is substantially below 
that of last year. The committee will recall that it was called upon 
last year to consider two military construction bills. The first of 
these was for the Air Force alone and it totaled $549,670,000. The 
second was the regular annual construction bill which totaled 
$1,743,259,000. The two of these together totaled $2,292,929,000. 

So this year, we find that the construction bill is $931,700,000 less 
than the two bills which the committee authorized last year. 

I would like to speak briefly concerning the amount of unfunded 
authorization which has existed over the past several years and bring 
these figures down to date. Here is how they line up: Unfunded 
authorization at the end of fiscal 1957 was almost $2.2 billion. At 
the end of fiscal 1958, the figure was $1.9 billion. The estimated 
amount of unfunded authorization at the end of this fiscal year (1959) 
is about $1 billion. 

I am glad to be able to advise the committee that the Department 
estimates that the amount of unfunded authorization which will be 
available at the end of fiscal year 1960 will be only about $444 million. 

For the benefit of the new members of the committee, I want to 
point out that several years ago, the committee became concerned 
about the large amounts of authorizations available to the military 
departments. Unfunded authorization, simply stated, is authoriza- 
tion for construction granted by this committee and the Congress but 
for which no funds have been appropriated. 

The committee felt that a reasonable balance should be established 
between authorizations and appropriations and therefore inserted in 
the bill a provision which repealed authorizations which were out- 
standing for 5 years. Later on the committee inserted a similar pro- 
vision which cut this 5-year period down to 4 years, and 2 years ago, 
ost the period to 3 years. A similar provision appears in this year’s 

ill. 

From the figures I have read above, you can see that we will have 
cut this unfunded authorization from over $2 billion at the end of 
fiscal 1957 to less than one-half billion dollars for the end of fiscal 
year 1960. And I have no doubt that it will go substantially below 
this figure in subsequent years. 

As an illustration of the working of this repealer provision, the 
estimate for the amount of unfunded authorization which will be 
repealed as of July 1, 1959, will be almost $1.3 billion. This is a 
large amount of cancellation, and a much larger amount than we will 
see in the future since this is going back and picking up old authori- 
zations, some of them as long ago as 4 years. 

The estimated cancellation as a result of the provision in this year’s 
bill will be about one-third of the amount repealed at the end of the 
fiscal year—or something in the order of $400 million. 
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I mentioned deficiency authorizations. Two years ago, the defi- 
ciency authorizations were $180 million. Last year, they were $47 
million. And this year, they are only $4 million. This is a clear 
indication of better planning. And I say that our constant urging 
for better cost estimating appears to be bearing fruit. This is very 
encouraging. 

I feel that this bill has been carefully studied by the pare ee” de- 
partments; the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Prop- 
erties and Installations, Mr. Bryant; and by the Bureau of the Budget. 

And on this subject, I would like to make reference to what are 
called unbudgeted items. Now I want everybody to listen to this. 

Over the years, Congress has written into the bill items of con- 
struction which did not appear in the budget. I do not need to say 
to the older members of the committee but I will point out to the 
new members that this practice is a snare and a delusion. It encour- 
ages the people in the member’s district to believe that such-and-such 
construction will be carried on at a particular installation. 

Nothing could be further from the truth. Last year, for example, 
$43 million in construction items were inserted in the bill and accord- 
ing to my review of the matter, I find that only two items were actu- 
ally funded, totaling $16 million. Those particular items, I should 
note, were ones that the Department intended to have in the bill this 
year and was willing in these particular cases to have them brought 
forward 1 year. In other words, they were items which were already 
in the Department’s program. 

Now, let me tell you how you can get an item in the military con- 
struction bill—and I base this on years of experience: Sell the item 
to the military department concerned in time for it to be inserted in 
the program. This means that not only will you have some words in 
the construction authorization but you have a good chance of having 
some dollars to actually get it built. 

The program, not including the Reserve components, submitted 
by the departments to Mr. Bryant’s office totaled $2,131 million and he 
reduced this to $1,369 million. The Bureau of the Budget reduced 
this amount to $1,299 million which represents the new construction 
items in the bill we have before us today for the active forces. 


BASIS OF THE BILL 


The construction program contained in this bill is, of course, based 
on the forces which we plan to have over the next several years. In 
the case of the Army, the program is based on 870,000 men. In the 
case of the Navy, the program represents the Shore Establishment 
necessary for 864 ships in actual commission. 

For the Air Force, we have 102 wings authorized for June 30, 1960. 
During the next several years, in the process of developing missile 
units, some decrease in this number of wings will occur. I am told, 
however, that this decrease will be offset somewhat by an increase in 
missile-squadron strength. 


NEW INSTALLATIONS 


There are no new major installations in the bill. There are, how- 
ever, a number of small facilities at new locations. Some of these are 
necessary in connection with the aircraft contro] and warning sys- 
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tem. I will qualify this statement that there are no new installations 
to the extent that it is possible that the new North American Air De- 
fense Command Headquarters (NORAD) in the Colorado Springs 
area might well be considered a new installation. However, this is a 
matter which we can look into when we come to that item in the Air 
Force portion of the bill. 


LAND ACQUISITION 


Land acquisition in the bill this year involves relatively small acre- 
ages when compared with previous years. The Army 1s asking for 
some 1,100 acres in fee; the Navy 1,900 acres in fee; and the Air Force, 
about 1,600 acres in fee, a total of 3,600 acres in fee. 

Each department also is acquiring some easement property, a total 
of about 1,300 acres. The total cost of land for the three depart- 
ments is estimated to be about $214 million. There will be some addi- 
tional land acquisitions at tactical-weapon sites and other missile sites, 
but the exact acreages are not known at this time. 


HOUSING 


In Mr. Bryant’s statement—which is a magnificent statement, it is 
full of important information which will be helpful to the committee. 
I note that there is a great deal of detail on housing and I, therefore, 
will not say any more about this subject, other than the fact that 
there are about 19,000 Capehart units in the bill, almost 2,700 surplus- 
commodity houses overseas, and only 461 housing units to be built with 
appropriated funds. 

SECURITY INFORMATION 


I want to draw attention to the fact that a very substantial part of 
this bill involves highly classified information. Many hundreds of 
millions of dollars are included in the classified areas of the bill. I 
must ask that all members of the committee respect this classification. 

Now, members of the committee, we are going to have part of this 
hearing in open and it is going to be necessary to go in executive ses- 
sion. And each time we go in executive session, the information there 
submitted by the witnesses is classified and must be so respected by the 
members of the committee. 

I thank the members of the committee for permitting me the courtesy 
to make that brief explanation. 

Now, members of the committee, the first witness this morning is 
Mr. Floyd S. Bryant, Assistant Secretary of Defense for Properties 
and Installations. 

Mr. Bryant, will you and your staff please come around ? 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Bryant, you read your statement to the 
committee. I ask the committee to follow you closely—just sit down— 
because I already stated, I had the privilege of reading it. It is a very 
fine statement. It has some valuable information in it. 

And when you have finished your statement, then we will ask the 
members have they any questions to ask you. 

You may proceed, Mr. Bryant. Now let there be order, members 
of the committee. 
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Secretary Bryant. Thank you,Mr.Chairman. | 
As you have indicated, I am Floyd S. Bryant, Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Properties and Installations. : 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is a privilege to 
appear before you on behalf of the Department of Defense in support 
of the military construction authorization bill for fiscal year 1960. 

The programs which this additional new construction will support 
are principal elements of our long-range defense objectives. Much of 
the work consists of additional increments in the advancement of key 
offensive and defensive weapons systems which are already well under 
way. Substantial progress on these programs has been accomplished, 
under authorization previously approved by this committee. For ex- 
ample, alert facilities have been provided and more are now under 
construction which enable a greater proportion of our B-47 and B-52 
bombers to react promptly. Construction to permit the dispersal of 
these Strategic Air Command strike forces is also well under way. 
Atlas launching sites at several locations are progressing rapidly, and 
structures to support the testing of more advanced missiles are being 
built. Shore facilities for Polaris submarines and other naval craft 
are being expanded. The Army and Air Force integrated air defense 
system within the United States has been greatly improved, and work 
on Nike-Zeus and the ballistic missile early warning system is being 
pushed as rapidly as practicable. 

Objectives of the fiscal year 1960 construction program: The proj- 
ects comprising H.R. 4414 will permit work to continue on the pro- 
grams I have just referred to, and on other essential activities a 
are underway throughout our defense base establishment. The bill 
provides for a total of $1,299,297,000 in new construction authority for 
the active forces, of which $231,252,000 is for the Army; $195,284,000 
is for the Navy; and $872,761,000 is for the Air Force. Of the total 
amount requested, $408,551,000, or 31 percent, is directly in support 
of our ballistic missile programs; approximately $266,700,000, or 20 
percent, is for expanded air defense systems; $222,823,000, or 17 per- 
cent, is to —— research and development, missile defense, and new 
activities; and $109,956,000, or 9 percent, is for improving the capabili- 
ties of the Strategic Air Command. 

I may interject at this moment, Mr. Chairman, that those do not 
add up to 100 percent, as you will observe. The rest of them are in 
scattered categories which will be explained in detail later, but I 
picked out the more important ones in this group. 

Substantial amounts are also included in support of combat train- 
ing, submarine and antisubmarine activities, fighter aircraft pro- 
grams, and for required modernization of the existing physical plant. 

Procedure used in developing and reviewing the fiscal year 1960 
construction program: I wish to assure the committee that each proj- 
ect in this bill was individually and specifically reviewed and screened, 
in order to assure that the facilities being requested were strictly 
limited only to those definitely required to properly support the mis- 
sions assigned to our military forces. 

During the examination of this program in my office, and in the 
other offices of the Secretary of Defense, particular care was taken 
to verify that those projects selected for inclusion in this bill were 
needed to support long-term future objectives, military plans, and 




















959 


force levels. We are well aware that heavy expenditures for new 
weapons will create a tremendous financial burden for the next several 
ears. 

? For this reason, the items requested in this bill have been strictly 
limited to those for which a compelling military necessity exists. 
Projects which were merely desirable, but not essential, have been 

eliminated. 

Moreover, those projects which were approved for inclusion in this 
bill were each scrutinized from the standpoint of size, cost, location, 
and proper designs. 

Questionable projects were discussed in detail with the respective 
service representatives, and this year, as a result of our review and 
screening procedures, the programs submitted by all of the depart- 
ments were reduced from their original total of $2,130,604,000, to an 
approved total of $1,368,554,000. Then, the Bureau of the Budget 
conducted a still further review, during which the program was 
further reduced to $1,299,297,000, which is the amount now before 
your committee. We feel that this is the minimum amount needed to 
satisfactorily support the missions assigned to our military forces. 

Summary of the bill: In order to present to the committee in brief 
form the major construction activities for the active forces which 
are proposed by this legislation, a summary of the most important 
projects in titles I, II, and I1I—which is Army, Navy, and Air Force— 
18 ita showing the amount and percentage of authorization devoted 
to each. 

A further analysis is also provided showing a summation of the 
various categories of facilities for which authorization is requested in 
each of the three titles. 

And the summary you will note on page 4 for title I of the Army 
we have broken down in objectives as $67,520,000 for facilities in sup- 
port of research, development, and test activities on the Nike-Zeus 
program, comprising 29.2 percent. 

$49,464,000 for construction of Nike-Hercules, Hawk, and Missile 
Master facilities in both continental United States and in oversea 
areas, comprising 21.4 percent. 

$17,500,000 for construction of facilitics to support new weapons 
developments, new research and development activities, and new mis- 
sion requirements, 7.6 percent. 

$14,522,000 for maintenance and storage facilities at major installa- 
tions throughout the United States and in oversea areas, 6.3 percent. 

$10,996,000 for essential utilities projects at major installations 
throughout the United States, including emergency tga ge cen- 
tral heating and distribution systems, sewage and waste disposal, 
water storage and distribution, storm drainage, roads, and electric 
distribution systems, 4.7 percent. 

$10,010,000 for community, welfare, and morale facilities, and fam- 
ily housing in the United States and in oversea areas to include serv- 
ice clubs, chapels, post exchanges, and other community support fa- 
cilities including dependent schools in Germany and Italy, 4.3 per- 
cent. 

$9,219,000 for the construction of training facilities, to include $2.2 
million to provide for training in missile tracking techniques at Fort 
Bliss, Tex., $1.4 million for facilities at the Missile Training Com- 
mand at Fort Sill, Okla., and $4.6 million for small arms Trainfire 
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facilities in the continental United States and in oversea areas, 
4 percent. 

$7,503,000, or 3.2 percent for the construction of hospital and med- 
ical facilities, to include $4.3 million for a 150-bed on a 300-bed 
chassis hospital at Fort Eustis, Va.; $1.2 million for a medical lab- 
oratory at Fort Meade, Md., and $0.8 million for the rehabilitation 
of a 46-bed hospital at Redstone Arsenal, Ala. 

$6,817,000, or 3 percent, for essential airfield and heliport facilities 
at major installations throughout the United States and in oversea 
areas to support the Army’s aviation program. 

$6,417,000, or 2.8 percent, for the U.S. Military Academy, to pro- 
vide 156 units of family quarters for company grade officers, and the 
expansion and rehabilitation of the installation’s heating systems. 

178,000, or 2.7 percent, for troop housing in the continental 

United States and oversea areas, including $14 million for perma- 
nent barracks and BOQ’s to accommodate 56 enlisted men and 130 of- 
ficers. The remaining $4.6 million will provide 2,105 semipermanent 
barracks qpeeme and 38 BOQ spaces with messing facilities at tempo- 
rary installations in the continental United States and in oversea 





$4,154,000, or 1.8 percent for essential facilities other than troop 
housing, in support of the Pacific scatter and strategic Army com- 
munications systems. 

$4,150,000, or 1.8 percent, for research, development, and test fa- 
— at five installations, for support of programs other than Nike- 

us. 

$3,890,000, or 1.7 percent for essential facilities other than troop 
housing in support of the Army Security Agency at five installations 
In Oversea areas. Tis ae 

$294,000, or one-tenth of 1 percent, for fee acquisition of 1,147 acres 
at three named installations. , ; 

$12,618,000 for continuation of various other essential programs, 
or 5.4 percent. 

All of which add up to 100 percent. And the total of $231,252,000. 

Now on the next page, which I will not trouble you to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Put that in the record. 

Secretary Bryant. I would like to insert because it indicates by 
category type the facilities that are going to be provided. 

(The table is as follows :) 





Analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be provided 


























[Dollar amounts in millions] 

Categories Zone of | Per- Over- Per Total Per. 

Interior | cent seas cent cent 
1. Operational and training $24.7 10.7 $31.3 13.5 $56. 0 24.2 
2. Maint 10.4 4.5 1.9 8 12.3 5.3 
3. Research, development, and test__.-..-.---- 4.2 1.8 67.5 29.2 i eg 31.0 
4, Gupply......----...- ™ 3.7 1.6 8.9 3.8 12.6 5.4 
5. Hospital and medical. --............--.----.- 7.9 3.4 a oA 8.1 3.5 
Dy IO O. bcc le necdn nd ccccecsccsseueccs 1.9 -8 3 2 2.2 1.0 
7. Housing and community....-....-...------- 22.1 9.5 8.0 3.5 30.1 13.0 
8. Utilities and ground improvements..._..--.- 15.2 6.6 5.3 2.3 20.5 8.9 
9. Real estate_. -2 | i Daesgicten -3 oa 
nL cncltieenhdnbinsibnninbsenenmnebben 17.5 Te icin vnmknel waenent 17.5 7.6 
Total. 107.8 46.6 123.5 53.4 231.3 100.0 
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The Cuarrman. Now pick up title IT. 

Secretary Bryant. Title II. Navy. The summary of program ob- 
jectives contained in title II (Navy) are: 

$35,144,000, or 18 percent for construction at three continental and 
two overseas naval air shore installations to support aircraft and car- 
riers of the Navy carrier striking force, indbudtng an additional $21 
million increment in the development of the new Naval Air Station, 
Lemoore, Calif.; $0.6 million for radar facilities at the Naval Air 
Stations, Miramar, Calif., and Oceana, Va.; $1.6 million for improve- 
ment of the runway at the Naval Air Station, Atsugi, Japan; and $11.9 
million for dredging at the Naval Air Station, Rota, Spain. 

$29,209,000, or 14.9 percent, for construction of troop housing and 
dining facilities in the continental United States and overseas areas, 
including $22 million for 8,571 barracks spaces, $5.1 million for quar- 
ters for 275 bachelor officers, and $2.1 million for dining facilities for 
enlisted men. 

$27,691,000, or 14.2 percent for construction of facilities at Pacific 
Missile Range, Point Mugu, Calif., and auxiliary continental and off- 
shore installations, in support of missile evaluation and training, and 
space vehicle tests. 

$17,500,000, or 9 percent for construction of facilities to support new 
weapons developments, new research and development activities, and 
new mission requirements. J 

$11,782,000, or 6 percent for construction needed to support east- 
ward extension of the DEW line. ; ; 

$11,607,000, or 6 percent for construction in support of supply 
activities, improvement and modernization of utilities, and miscellan- 
eous Support items. 

$10,667,000, or 5.5 percent for construction of additional electric 
steed facilities for Navy and Air Force requirements on the Island 
oO uam. 

$9,491,000, or 4.9 percent for construction necessary to support basic 
pilot traiinng at three naval air training bases, specialized communica- 
tions training at a naval training school, and fleet training with 
missiles at an offshore fleet training base. 

$8,785,000, or 4.5 percent for construction of facilities necessary in 
support of antisubmarine warfare training activities. 

$1,319,000, or 3.7 percent for construction in support of basic re- 
search and development at five installations, and catapult research, 
test, and evaluation at two naval air test centers. 

$6,554,000, or 3.4 percent for construction in support of shipbuilding 
and ship repair activities at four continental shipyards. 

$5,189,000, or 2.6 percent for construction needed to support com- 
munication activities at three continental U.S. installations and five 
overseas installations. 

$5,166,000, or 2.6 percent for construction of facilities in support 
of Marine Corps ground forces at three continental U.S. Marine bases 
and Marine air units at three Marine air stations. 

$4,416,000, or 2.3 percent for construction of facilities at four con- 
tinental U.S. locations in support of test, development, and operation 
of the Polaris missile. 

$3,617,000, or 1.8 percent for hospital and medical facilities, in- 
cluding $2.3 million for a hospital at the Naval Air Station, Lemoore, 
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Calif., $0.9 million for a hospital addition at the Naval Station, Roose- 
velt Roads, P.I., and $0.4 million for dispensaries at Pacific Missile 
Range, Point Mugu, Calif., and Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar 
Grove, W. Va. A 

$1,147,000, or 0.6 percent for fee acquisition of 1,864 acres of land 
at a cost of $1,085,000, and easements over 704 acres at a cost of 
$62,000. 

Totaling in all, $195,284,000, or 100 percent for title IT. 

And similarly, Mr. Chairman, I have indicated, again, the category 
type. 

The Cuarrman. Put that in the record. 

Secretary Bryant. Which I would like to insert. Thank you very 
much. 

(The table is as follows :) 


Analysis of title II (Navy) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 

















Categories Zone of | Per- Over- Per- Total Per- 

Interior | cent seas cent ’ cent 
1, Operational and training--..-.....--..-.-.-- $31.3 16.0 $28. 4 14.5 $59.7 30. 5 
2. Maintenance and production........-.-.---- 19.8 10.0 9 6 20.6 10.5 
3. Research, development, and test........-..- 16.8 8.6 0 0 16.8 8.6 
|, | EGRESS eS ee 2.4 1.3 5.3 2.7 tod 4.0 
5. Hospital and medical. -_..................... 2.8 1.4 9 5 3.7 1.9 
op FSP Seer 3.7 1.9 2 m 3.9 2.0 
7. Housing and community-_.._..--..-----.---- 22.3 11.4 11.7 6.0 34.0 17.4 
8. Utilities and ground improvements - -------- 16.0 8.2 14.3 7.3 30.3 15.5 
9. Real estate I .6 0 0 1.1 -6 
10. Sec. 203 17.5 9.0 0 0 17.5 9.0 
Total_ 133.6 68. 4 61.7 31.6 195.3 100.0 


























The Cuarrman. Pick up title III. 

Secretary Bryant. Summary of program objectives contained in 
title III (Air Force) : 

$374,085,000, or 42.9 percent for construction of necessary facilities 
in support of ballistic missiles. 

$89,884,000 or 10.3 percent for construction of additional SAGE 
centers and for other support facilities for the continued buildup of 
the present SAGE system. 

$76,834,000, or 8.8 percent for construction of facilities at bases in 
the United States, required to support Strategic Air Command 
manned aircraft missions. 

$34,354,000 or 3.9 percent for the construction of necessary facilities 
in =e of fighter interceptor squadrons, at various bases world- 
wide. 

$33,456,000 or 3.8 percent for additional facilities required in sup- 
port of the ballistic missile early warning system. 

$30,603,000 or 3.5 percent for additional facilities required in sup- 
port of AC&W and DEW line stations, and 21 radar gap filler sites. 

$28,349,000 of 3.2 percent for the construction of facilities required 
to reduce operational and maintenance deficiencies at various Air 
Force bases in support of missions other than strategic and defense. 





ir 
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$26,000,000 or 3.0 percent for construction of operational facilities 
in support of the Bomarc missile at locations in the United States. 

$22,266,000, or 2.6 percent for research and development facilities. 

$21,691,000, or 2.5 percent for troop housing and dining facilities in 
the continental United States and oversea areas, including $14,814,- 
000 for 6,749 airmen dormitory spaces; $640,000 for rehabilitation of 
422 existing dormitory spaces; $2,531,000 for 300 BOQ spaces and 
$3,706,000 for dining halls. 

$20,955,000, or 2.4 percent for the second increment of construc- 
tion required for the expansion of Andrews Air Force Base to ac- 
commodate Air Force units now located at Bolling Air Force Base 
and Washington National Airport. 

$17,500,000, or 2 percent for construction of facilities to support 
new weapons developments, new research and development activities 
and new mission requirements. 

$17,488,000, or 20 percent for the construction of hospital and 
medical facilities, including $16,039,000 for new hospitals at the fol- 
lowing four locations: 

Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio; Sheppard Air Force Base, 
Tex.; George Air Force Base, Calif.; Clark Air Force Base, Philip- 
pine Islands. 

$11,875,000, or 1.4 percent for community, welfare and morale facil- 
ities in the United States and in oversea areas. 

$10,639,000, or 1.2 percent for the continued construction of facili- 
ties in support of worldwide communications systems. 

$10,100,000, or 1.2 percent for construction of necessary facilities 
in support of the Mace missile at various locations overseas. 

$10,000,000, or 1.1 percent for construction of necessary facilities 
a“ support of strategic missiles at various locations in the United 

tates. 

$6,898,000, or 0.8 percent for the construction of facilities in sup- 
port of Strategic Air Command missions at oversea bases. 

$6,353,000, or 0.7 percent for the construction of facilities at Air 
Materiel Command Depots in the United States. 

$2,295,000, or 0.3 _— for construction of 135 family housing 
— at five aircraft control and warning stations in the United 

tates. 

$1,064,000 or 0.1 percent for fee acquisition of 1,563 acres ($850,- 
0008 at 11 named installations and easements over 583 acres ($214,- 
000) at 3 named installations. 

$20,072,000, or 2.3 percent for facilities supporting various other 
essential programs worldwide. 

Comprising a total of $872,761,000, or 100 percent for title III. 
we similarly the analysis, which I will, with your permission, 

e. 

The Cuarrman. Put page 16 in the record. 
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(The table is as follows :) 


Analysis of title III (Air Force) by category type of facilities to be provided 
{Dollar amounts in millions] 

















Categories Zone of | Per- Over- Per- Total Per- 

Interior | cent seas cent cent 
1. Operational and training............-...---- $614.1 70.4 $38. 2 4.3 $652.3 74.7 
2. ‘Maintenance..._.......--..-.... 53.7 6.2 5.5 Be 59.2 6.9 
3. Research, development, and test 22.3 2.6 | ihe eee. 22.3 2.6 
> RR Sees SR OS 10.8 1.2 3.2 4 14.0 1.6 
5. Hospital and medical --.............-..--.-. 11.9 1.3 5.6 7 17.5 2.0 
Cela TREE RAS SE Se RY. 3.8 .4 al, EBB Ss 3.8 4 
7. Housing and community-.-.....-...---.-.-. 22.4 2.5 13.6 1.6 36.0 4.1 
8. Utilities and ground improvements _-_-.....-- 27.1 3.1 22.0 2.5 49.1 5.6 
EMRE Foc cibd sdccdsebundanoniadawediinn 1.1 i eee ee, Mey eee 11 a 
i {ee a eee ae 17.5 2.0 a See 17.5 2.0 
| ES ee a 784, 7 89.8 $88.1 10.2 $87,8 100.0 























The Cuairman. I suggest to you, Mr. Secretary, that you put page 
17 in the record because it merely shows that the unfunded amount at 
the end of fiscal 1960 will be $444 million. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. As a result of the provisions we have been writing 
in the bill which I referred to in my statement. 

Secretary Bryant. You did, sir; and I am very happy you did 
refer to it. 

The Cuarrman. We will start at page 18. 

Secretary Bryant. Because it is also a matter of considerable 

leasure to us that this is being so well reduced and the carry-over 
oad is now minimal. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. You are doing a good job in keep- 
ing the authorizations and the appropriations closer together. 

retary Bryant. Thank you. 
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Summary of military construction authorizations 


In order that the committee may review the status of all military construction 
authorization through fiscal years 1948 to date, the following summary is 
provided : 


[In millions of dollars] 




















Army Navy Air Force Total 
Total authorizations fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 

1959-__- a savannas is aiming pass men taid 4, 744 4,107 13, 215 22, 066 
Less unfunded authorizations repealed and rescinded 

through fiscal year 19F8__.._--- pughatnubaeman —674 —356 —1, 307 —2, 337 
Less estimated unfunded authorization to be repealed 

by sec. 507 of Public Law 85-685... ------.-.---.----- —142 —182 —943 —1, 267 
Less appropriations fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 

1959 12 Rees a Rae eh ; —3, 588 —3, 307 —10, 402 —17, 297 
Less dollar equivalent of counterpart fund pesetas 

utilized through fiscal year 1959. .......--.-.--------- 0 —50 =e —122 

Residual authorization to be available at end of 
OS eee ee ee 340 212 491 1,043 
Additional new authorization proposed by fiscal year 

vo er BASE EG ESS +231 +195 +873 +1, 299 
Increases in prior year’s authorization proposed by 

fiscal year 1960 bill_----- vaecnhe a Ea aS +1 +1 +2 +4 

Total of fiscal year 1959 residual and proposed 
fiscal year 1960 authorizations. _._-...-..------- 572 408 1, 366 2, 346 
Less unfunded authorization to be repealed by sec. 

103(b), 303(b), and 406 of fiscal year 1960 bill_..-...... —100 —86 —227 —413 
Less proposed fiscal year 1960 appropriation. _._--._-- : —341 —244 —894 —1,479 
Less counterpart fund pesetas proposed for utilization 

SOR MN I WIN go oan cn en occ ane mndgacneoancn 0 —10 0 —10 

Residual authorization to be available at end of 
EN ON lass oa rcd won cowntnanennus cwnne 131 68 245 444 














Secretary Bryant. This tabulation illustrates that the amount of 
residual authorization available to the three military departments 
is being steadily reduced each fiscal year. This means that each year 
the lowest priority projects are eliminated through the annual re- 
oe of unfunded authorization, as provided under section 406 of 
the bill. 

Consequently, the balance of residual authorization left available 
consists of both urgently needed projects and other projects for which 
the requirement has changed due to revisions in missions and weapons. 
The military departments are each using part of their annual construc- 
tion appropriations to assure continued progress on the most urgent 
of these residual projects. 

The remainder of their annual appropriation is applied to essential 
new project authorizations. It is necessary that a proper balance 
and control be maintained between these two segments of the program, 
so that construction can satisfactorily proceed on both residual and 
new authorization, at a rate which is in proper relationship to the 
entire military construction program. 

In order to achieve this, the amount of new project authorization 
requested this year has been closely limited. It is intended to utilize 
all of this new authorization during fiscal year 1960. 


34066—59—No. 17-——3 
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Construction activities now in progress: The obligation of funds 
for military construction is now actively underway, and will accelerate 
rapidly during the next several months due to more favorable weather 
conditions. However, during this impending period of peak construc- 
tion activity, no change will be made in work standards, program 
management, or contracting procedures which would cause waste of 
construction funds. 

Contracts will be advertised only after design has been completed 
and checked, and the scope of the work to be undertaken carefully 
determined and defined, in order to prevent expensive contract re- 
visions. 

Except under unusual circumstances, all contracts are being awarded 
on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, and during 
fiscal year 1958, 96 percent of all work placed under contract was 
handled in this manner. Every effort will be made to continue our 
practice of advertising for bids on the open market. Reports on this 
important aspect of our contracting activity will continue to be made 
to this committee semiannually, as outlined by section 406 of this bill, 
and by similar provisions in previous legislation. Placement of con- 
tracts by negotiation will be utilized only where such procurement 
is in the interest of national defense. 

Continued progress has been made in the establishment of economi- 
cal and uniform quality for military construction. This has been 
accomplished by the issuance of Department of Defense instructions 
which prescribe standards and criteria for most of the principal repeti- 
tive-type facilities common to the three military departments. These 
instructions, while establishing quality standards and space criteria, 
provide a measure of flexibility for the varying requirements of the 
services. Our efforts in this area will be continued, in order that 
additional improvements in design and economies in construction will 
be attained. 

Real estate: The real property management program of the Depart- 
ment of Defense is based on firm military installation requirements in 
accordance with long-range miiltary planning and with the size, 
composition, and deployment of authorized force levels. These re- 
quirements in turn are determined by the following considerations: 
(1) warning of enemy attack; (2) retaliation in event of enemy attack; 
(3) defense to deter enemy attack and to protect retaliation forces; 
and (4) the capability to cope effectively with limited wars and pre- 
vent the outbpreak of general wars. 

Full consideration is given to the effect of new weapons systems 
and advance strategic and logistic methods upon such requirements. 
All items for land acquisition and facilities expansion are evaluated 
within the framework described above in addition to the justification 
of the project itself. 

The job of tailoring our installation complex to achieve the most 
effective support under rapidly changing conditions is not an easy 
one. A majority of our installations were constructed during World 
War II. Some of them were acquired during World War I and a few 
prior to that time. A number of installations have become obsolescent 
or represent capacity which is beyond that which is needed now for 
assigned missions. 
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Whenever it is economical and feasible, such installations are con- 
verted for effective utilization to support new missions provided for 
by long-range plans. A certain number, however, which do not lend 
themselves to conversion and for which a continuing requirement no 
longer exists, must be closed. 

In this connection, a pool of installations not in active use has been 
assembled by States in which they are located. Action has been taken 
to supplement this pool with a listing of all out-granted land and 
vacant or unprogramed building space in major categories of perma- 
nent and semipermanent buildings located on active installations. 
This complete assemblage will be screened by the military departments 
in preparing, and by the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(P. & L.) in reviewing, all subsequent military construction authoriza- 
tion submissions to assure that existing facilities are utilized to the 
maximum extent possible in lieu of land acquisition and new construc- 
tion. Actually, this screening process has been conducted by this 
office since 1955 through the use of the inactive and excess categories 
of the inventory of military real property, but the additional means 
described herein should result in even a more precise and thorough 
process in the future. 

In addition, each military department is required te conduct studies 
of each installation under its control on a continuing basis to deter- 
mine the extent to which each installation is essential in whole or in 
part in the light of long-range planning. The studies also reveal 
where consolidations can be made to reduce operating and maintenance 
costs, and indicate land areas and buildings which can be made avail- 
able to other military departments. 

Instructions for making the studies were revised in August 1958 so 
that requirements and capabilities are coordinated on a current basis 
within the long range military planning referred to above. 

The studies are reviewed in my office to assure that no opportunity 
is overlooked to make full use of existing facilities and to close and 
dispose of excess installations which cannot be converted to other use. 

Following are some examples of the results obtained under these 
procedures: Existing installations will be used as support facilities for 
all new missile projects in this year’s program. Through transfer of 
Parks Air Force Base to the Army, the latter department was enabled 
to excess Camp Stoneman which not only required heavy maintenance 
costs, but was located on extremely valuable real estate. Navy use of 
Vincent Air Force Base eliminates the necessity of constructing, by 
increments, what would ultimately have become a new Naval Air 
Station, Mojave. Campbell Air Force Base, Ky., is being transferred 
to the Army, reducing the Army’s requirement for airfield and sup- 
porting facilities at Fort Campbell. The Naval Industrial Reserve 
Aircraft Plant, Bronx, N.Y., is being utilized by the Army in lieu of 
constructing a new 1,400-man Reserve armory. Land at Fort Custer 
Mich., is being transferred by the Army to the Air Force to provide a 
site for Capehart housing. The Naval Industrial Reserve Plant 
Mineola, N.Y., is being utilized by the Navy in lieu of constructing 
new facilities for the Naval Training Devices Center. Portions of 
Twin Cities Arsenal at New Brighton, Minn., and the Elwood Ord- 
nance Plant at Joliet, Ill., are 5 converted from conventional 
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ammunition manufacturing and loading to the production of warheads 
for missiles. 

Although each inactive installation is screened thoroughly as to suit- 
ability for new activities, a certain number do not lend themselves to 
economic and efficient conversion and must be closed or excessed. In 
addition, changing requirements and new weapons systems generate 
a need for the acquisition of additional real estate for operations even 
frougn existing installations are utilized for support activities. Dur- 
ing fiscal year 1960 the lengthening of existing runways and the con- 
struction of missile-launching sites will be the principal reasons for 
new-land acquisition. 

A summary of the real-estate acquisitions proposed in titles I, IT, 
and III of the bill is shown in the following tabulation, which as 
the chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Put that in therecord. Goright ahead. 
(The table is as follows :) 











Fee acquisi- Easement Easement 
tion (acres) Fee cost acquisition cost Total cost 
(acres) 
| SSE Sena ee 1, 147. 28 $294, 000 0 0 $294, 000 
|, 2 eee 1, 864. 31 1, 085, 000 704. 00 $62, 000 1, 147, 000 
CESS AEE RARER 1, 563. 11 850, 000 583. 47 214, 000 1, 064, 000 
RE Sitiecbutemececancnen 4, 574. 70 2, 229, 000 1, 287.47 276, 000 2, 505, 000 




















1 Land and dollars, in addition to that shown above, will be required for SAGE and missile construction 
at various locations where the exact acreage and cost have not yet been established. 

Secretary Bryant. Now I have a note here which I think is im- 
portant, for I don’t want there to be any mistake in the mind of the 
committee. We will need additional land and dollars over and above 
that shown in this chart for SAGE and missile construction at vari- 
ous locations where the exact acreage and costs have not yet been 
established. 

MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING 


Great strides have been made in the past 3 years in meeting the 
family-housing deficit, especially in the United States, Territories, 
and possessions. Under the Capehart program, for example, 70,046 
units have been placed under construction through February 2, 1959, 
and 18,646 of these are completed and occupied. It is estimated that 
by June 30, 1959, the number of Capehart units under construction 
will have risen to about 90,000 and all of these should be occupied 
within 2 years. 

To a degree, therefore, our emphasis has shifted from meeting a 
known sizable deficit to a more intensive screening of additional re- 
quirements. In this connection it might be well to summarize briefly 
our basic policy for the or of family housing: 

1. Consideration will be given to meeting the housing require- 


ments of military personnel entitled to quarters allowances under 
permanent legislation, and of essential civilian employees. 

2. In programs to meet housing requirements, existing commu- 
nity support. will be utilized to the greatest practicable degree. Gov- 
ernment-owned or controlled housing will be provided for personnel 
required to reside onstation by reason of military necessity, and for 
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other personnel for whom it is impracticable to obtain adequate pri- 
vate housing at reasonable rentals and locations. 

There are three major factors which have a bearing on formula- 
tion of specific housing programs in implementation of this general 


olicy : 

1. The importance of adequate family housing for retention of 
highly skilled career personnel. 

2. The possibility of harmful economic effect on adjacent commu- 
nities (which may have been supplying private housing) brought 
about by the sudden impact of a sizable volume of military con- 
struction. 

3. The problems in long-range planning resulting from changes 
in weapons and uncertainties as to future deployments. 

To strike a balance between these frequently conflicting considera- 
tions requires the continuing exercise of judgment and caution. We 
are especially concerned to determine that additional housing author- 
ized represents an essential requirement consistent with long-term 
troop strengths and basic missions. 


MAGNITUDE OF NEED FOR HOUSING 


As will be seen in the attached tabulation (tab A) which with your 
permission, I would like to have filed, gross family housing require- 
ments for the currently authorized military strength of 2,520,000 
amount to 859,345 for married male officers and upper enlisted grades; 
bachelors, lower grade enlisted personnel, and personnel in certain 
categories of assignments are excluded. Including eligible key civil- 
ian personnel and military personnel housed by a service other than 
their own, the requirements total 877,225 units, worldwide. 

This figure is higher than that reported last year because of the 
continued rise in the percentage cf married personnel, and because 
the requirements of Navy fleet personnel (135,750 units) have been 
included. 

It will also be noted that existing adequate assets (including fiscal 
year 1959 authorizations) total 542,936 units as of December 31, 1958. 
These include various categories of Government-controlled assets 
totaling 329,029 units, and 213,907 units of adequate private housing. 
Against the present gross statistical requirement of 334,289 units, 
our programed construction (proposed fiscal year 1960 authorizations 
plus rehabilitation) totals 25,718 units, leaving a continued gross 
statistical deficit of 308,571 units. A breakdown of these figures for 
the continental United States, Territories and possessions, and over- 
seas, is set forth in tab B. 

It should be noted that the gross statistical deficit does not represent 
a programing objective. A large portion of it (about 175,000 units) 
represents the conservative safety factors discussed below. Some of 
it represents certain foreign areas where we may never plan con- 
struction of family housing, and still more represents community 
support which may be expected to improve concurrently with our own 
construction programs. 

We recognize that as the approximately 70,000 military families 
move into the Capehart units now under construction, a corresponding 
number of units located for the most part in the civilian community 





970 





will become available for occupancy by either military or civilian 
tenants. 

Because of these factors, we are proceeding to meet our requirements 
on the basis of modest annual increments. In addition to the units 
requested in this year’s bill, it is expected that a further 50,000 units 
will meet the most essential future requirements for the continental 
United States and Territories. 

Considerable interest has been shown by the Congress in how re- 
genomes are determined, so I want to explain that in calculating 
the gross requirements for a particular installation, the servicewide 
marriage factors for officers and upper enlisted grades are applied 
to the projected long-range strength, based on the latest available 
forecasts for the installation and its component activities. 

(The marriage percentage factors for these two categories, i.e., 
officers and upper enlisted grades, currently are: Army, 84 percent 
for officers and 21 percent for upper enlisted; Navy, 75 and 35; Air 
Force, 80 and 32.) Requirements for key civilian personnel are 
then added to produce the overall gross requirement. 

In determining the size of a proposed project, the gross require- 
ments for the installation are then reduced by all existing and antici- 
pated adequate assets, both Government owned and private. In 
addition, a safety factor amounting to at least 10 percent (20 percent 
in foreign countries) of the gross requirement is deducted; this 
factor is increased for nonisolated areas. 

As a further precaution against overbuilding in the United States, 
Territories and possessions, onpost construction is limited to a 
maximum of 55 percent of gross requirements (75 pereent in isolated 
areas or where required by military —_— ; 

Field requests for projects are carefully scrutinized during the 
course of review, in order to insure that priority is given to the more 
urgently needed projects. Moreover, large projects are normally 
broken down into two or more increments. 

This year’s bill: A summary of the family housing authorizations 
proposed as line items in this year’s bill is as follows: That is as 
tabulated here, which you will notice for the Army 326—— 

The Cuamman. Put that in the record. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you. 

The total you will observe for appropriated fund housing is 461, 
for Capehart 18,546, surplus commodity units 2,694, or a total of 
21,701 units in this bill. 

(The table is as follows: ) 














Number of | Number of} Number of | Total num- 
appropri- | Capehart surplus ber of 
ated fund unitsin |commodity} units in 

units in bill units in bill 
bill bill 
Aymy Se ee ee ee ee, ee OTe 326 6, 199 557 7, 082 
EE os tient, Ceuta cerGns ChieiEde idckdnticcanmaceon 0 4, 322 100 4, 422 
RES ea dE RS See eae sane eee 135 8,025 2, 037 10, 197 
Total. 461 18, 546 2, 694 21, 701 




















Secretary Bryant. The 461 appropriated fund units consist of 156 
units for West Point, 80 units for Army NIKE sites, 135 units for 
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Air Force radar sites, 40 in Alaska, and 50 at a classified Army in- 
stallation overseas where it is unfeasible or impossible to build under 
the Capehart or surplus commodity programs. | 

The 18,546 Capehart units are all in the United States, except, for 
150 in Puerto Rico, and the 2,694 surplus commodity units are divided 
into 700 for Army and Air Force in France, 100 for Navy in Bermuda, 
1,404 for Air Force in England, and 490 for Army and Air Force at 
classified locations. 

The Capehart program: As of February 2, 1959, a total of 19,092 
units have been cleared for development under the section 803 pro- 
gram. As indicated in the attached summary (tab C), 18,646 units 
are in completed projects, 51,400 are under contract, and the balance 
are in various stages of development. It will be noted that for proj- 
ects which have reached the contracting stage, the mortgages average 
$15,479 a unit, and total $1,084,223,384. 

Of this sum, $659,999,382 (61 percent) represents private commit- 
ments and $424,230,002 (39 percent) commitments of the Federal Na- 
tional Mortgage Association. 

Last year, on April 1, 1958, Public Law 85-364 provided for an in- 
crease in the interest ceiling for Capehart mortgages from 4 to 414 
percent. Immediately thereafter, following consultation with the Of- 
fice of the Secretary of Defense, the Federal Housing Administration 
Commissioner established 414 percent as the current rate. Subse- 
quently, private mortgage placements moved rapidly; from April 
1958 to January 1959, 90 projects with 31,025 units have been placed 
under contract, with commitments for private mortgage financing 
totaling $491,762,000. 

Whereas the 414 percent mortgages approached par in the spring of 
1958 (that is, they were selling at from 99 to 9914 percent), the mar- 
ket has gradually tightened, and a discount of 4 to 4% points is now 
required. Although our present ceiling of 414 is adequate for the 
moment, we have supported an increase in the ceiling to 514 percent, 
in order to provide for flexibility in the event of future adverse trends 
in the market. 

We have also sought an extension in the expiration date of the pro- 
gram, from June 30, 1959 to June 30, 1961, in order to allow for con- 
tinued orderly program development. 

Wherry acquisition: The Office of the Secretary of Defense has 
taken action to bring increased uniformity into the administration of 
the Wherry acquisition program by the military departments. Acqui- 
sitions have continued at a reasonable pace, and as of December 31, 
1958, had covered over half the program: 53,776 units out of 83,727. 
These were divided as follows: 











Army. 14, 009 
Navy 8, 387 
Air Force 31, 380 


In addition to the above, the Army plans to acquire 2,443 units and 
jo! anne 4,152 units prior to the end of 1959, for a new total of 

2 ‘ . . . . 

Foreign programs: I should like to review briefly our programs for 
construction of family housing in foreign countries. To begin with, 
a total of 7,120 units were built under the rental guarantee program: 
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4,838 units in France, 700 units in Morocco, and 1,582 units in Spain, 
later transferred to the surplus commodity program. 

The rental guarantee program provides foreign builders with guar- 
antees of 95 percent of a stipulated rent schedule for a specific term of 
years, as an inducement to build and make available to U.S. military 
families acceptable housing at acceptable locations. The guaranteed 
rents averaged from $105 to $121 per month for periods from 5 to 7 
years in France, and $110 per month for 10 years in Morocco. 

We support continued use of the rental guarantee program because 
it is an economical one, particularly adapted to areas where there is 
a highly developed local economy, and where the long-range stay of 
U.S. forces may be uncertain. The program has advantages over ap- 
propriated funds construction, because it has been possible to reduce 
the liability of the United States by the amount of the residual value 
of the projects in the local economy. 

Rents are paid by the individual occupants from housing allowances 
received. To date the guarantee liabilities actually incurred by the 
United States have been gratifyingly small ($486,000). 

The surplus commodity program, which utilizes the foreign cur- 
rency proceeds of agricultural commodity sales, has produced (that 
is, completed or under contract) family housing in the following prin- 
cipal countries: 2,059 units in Great Britain, 2,048 units in Spain, 
2,258 units in France, 1,313 units in Japan, and 493 units in Italy. 

Total costs for these 8,171 units amount to $105.3 million. Addi- 
tional construction is contemplated in Great Britain, Spain, Italy, 
France, the Azores, the Philippines, Bermuda, Iceland, and various 
classified locations, depending on the availability of foreign currencies. 

In the fulfillment of requirements in foreign countries, we first at- 
tempt to use the surplus commodity program because foreign curren- 
cies are employed, and dollar expenditures are limited to a maximum 
of 25 percent of the total costs. However, we consider it important 
to have the rental guarantee authority as a backstop in areas where 
the commodity program will not work. One such area is Germany, 
where we propose consideration of a substantial number of rental 
guarantee units under 5-year commitments. Another is Great Brit- 
ain, where the commodity housing program may come to a halt for 
lack of sterling, and rental guarantee may be the only possibility for 
meeting a continued housing shortage except by the expenditure of 
appropriated funds. 

ental of inadequate quarters: The Military Construction Au- 
thorization Act of 1957 (sec. 407, Public Law 84-241, Aug. 20, 
1957), authorized the Secretary of Defense to operate inadequate 
public quarters on a rental basis. Pursuant to a directive issued by 
the Secretary of Defense (DOD Directive 4165.34, July 31, 1958) and 
an Executive Order (10766, May 1, 1958), the military departments 
have reviewed all existing pubic quarters to determine which are in- 
adequate and can be operated as rental housing. 

Under this plan, the fair market rent is determined in accordance 
with a Bureau of the Budget circular, this amount is deducted from 
the serviceman’s quarters allowance, and the balance of the allowance 
is paid to him in cash. 

All inadequate quarters must be brought up to acceptable standards 
or they must be demidliahed, converted to nondwelling use or other- 
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wise disposed of by July 1, 1961. It should be noted that Wherry 
housing cannot be designated as inadequate under this authority. 

The military departments have virtually completed their review 
of potentially inadequate public quarters; of the more than 71,600 
units evaluated, over 52,000 units have been determined to be adequate 
and are being continued as public quarters, while about 19,000 or 
27 percent were found to be inadequate. Reasons for inadequacy 
were (1) deteriorated conditions, (2) structural and design defects 
and (8) inadequate bathrooms, services or equipment; practically all 
of the inadequate units were found to be deficient under all three 
categories. oe 

Of the 19,000 units found to be inadequate, determinations of ac- 
tion to be taken have been made for 5,572, Of these, 1,641 units are 
to be rehabilitated and converted to permanent public quarters, and 
the remaining 3,931 units are to be demolished, sold, or converted to 
other use. It is expected that during the next year, determination 
will be made in regard to the rehabilitation or demolition of the 
remaining 13,500 units currently considered inadequate. 

The Tehabilitetion work is being reviewed very carefully prior to 
contract award in order to avoid the provision of unnecessary ameni- 
ties and excessive costs. Usually the work is limited to moderniza- 
tion, such as modifying electrical and plumbing systems, replacing 
combustible or damaged interior finishes, installing new kitchen and 
bath equipment, providing extra storage facilities, and improving 
exterior entrances and porches. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Secretary, I am going to ask that you 
stop right there for the time being, so the committee can receive some 
reports from the subcommittees so we will be in position to have 
bills on the calendar for consideration of the House. 

Just as soon as we dispose of this, then we will continue with your 
statement. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to further business.) 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Bryant, start back on the general pro- 
visions of page 32 of your statement. 

Secretary Bryant. General provisions: Section 401 through 406 
of the Federal provisions pertaining to the Active Forces, as shown 
in title IV, follow the pattern established in prior military construc- 
tion acts. 

Section 407 would extend through fiscal year 1962, and increase 
from 5,000 units to 7,500 units, the leasing authority for housing 
at tactical installations now contained in section 515 of Public Law 
161, 84th Congress, as amended by section 509 of Public Law 85-685, 
This will ange: Nike and other tactical site housing requirements 
to be met by utilizing existing private housing to the greatest pos- 
sible extent, thereby reducing the necessity for construction of mili- 
tary quarters. 

I would like to interpolate here, Mr. Chairman, as an explanatory 
note, that it is almost impossible to handle these small housing require- 
ments under the Capehart bill, and the locations of these present 
existing Nike installations may not be the locations where we want 
our future weapons to be placed. 

So that altogether, this, I think, is a very useful instrument. That 
is why we have asked for its extension to include 7,500 unit authoriza- 
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tions rather than the 5,000, which is our present limitation, and as to 
which we are approaching a ceiling. 

Section 408 corresponds to section 512 of Public Law 85-685, and 
would amend section 406 of Public Law 85-241 so as to except one 
additional category of family eg, ie., rental guarantee housing, 
from the present requirement for inclusion in the annual MCA Act. 
The reason for this additional exemption is that rental guarantee 
housing is, in reality, not military construction. Rental guarantee 
projects are constructed with foreign capital and are maintained and 
operated by foreign owners. 


Our interest in them is simply the guarantee of a certain level of 


rental income for a limited period of time, in order to encourage the 
foreign investors to construct the housing and to reserve the houses 
for U.S. personnel. 

The rental guarantee program is now planned for use only in areas 
where it is infeasible to build family housing projects with foreign 
currencies generated by the sale of surplus agricultural commodities. 

Because of the many complexities involved in both programs, it is 
not possible to anticipate where the latter might fail and the former 
succeed; but a degree of administrative flexibility is necessary in the 
development of programs in foreign countries. It should be noted 
that rental guarantee projects customarily are cleared with the House 
and Senate Armed Services Committees in advance. 

Section 409 amends the authority contained in Public Law 85-241 
to make it clear that the authority to operate inadequate quarters as 
rental housing, pending improvement, demolition, or disposal by other 
means, may be exercised only with respect to quarters which are owned 
by the Government. 

This is necessary because some quarters under military control are 
inleased from private owners or are furnished by foreign governments 
and are, therefore, not subject to improvement or disposal. This 
amendment also makes it clear that the statute does not affect or repeal 
the authority contained in Public Law 79-120 to rent housing which 
was not constructed as public quarters. 

This, may, Mr. Chairman, seem a bit difficult to follow, and it is 
technical, in that we found some instances where the housing to which 
I referred of the type that were not owned by our Government but 
were supplied by foreign governments in which personnel, military 
personnel, were living might have been construed under existing 
statute to authorize or to require disposal within this 1961 period or 
to improve them when, in fact, they didn’t belong to us. 

Well, this is a clarifying statute, and if the committee wishes an 
further discussion of it, I have counsel here to provide that additional 
information. 

The CHarrman. We will go into that in more detail when we take 
up section 409. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you very much. 

The Caiman. Go to section 410. 

Secretary Bryant. Section 410 amends the limitations on net floor 
areas of military family housing, contained in title 10, United States 
Code, to provide that not more than 10 percent of the units built for 
company grade officers may be four-bedroom units and may exceed 
present floor area limitations—1,250 square feet—by 150 square feet. 
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This is necessary because families which are large enough to require 
four bedrooms also require additional space in the living, dining, 
and cooking areas. 

Section 411 provides that housing authorized to be built in foreign 
countries with appropriated funds under Public Law 85-685, or this 
act, may be built under the surplus commodity program with foreign 
currencies generated by the sale of surplus commodities. 

Section 412 corresponds to section 514 of Public Law 85-685, and 
prescribes the customary cost limitations on certain common and 
repetitive categories of construction. 

Section 413 amends Public Law 85-3865, so as to increase from 
$500,000 to $900,000 the authorization for activities which the Armed 
Forces are providing in support of the Olympic winter games. 

Section 414 would repeal section 2662, title 10, United States Code 
and section 43 of the act of August 10, 1956 (70 Stat. 636). These 
provisions, formerly contained in title VI of Public Law 155, 82d 
Congress, provide that the Secretaries of the military departments 
and the Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense Administration 
shall come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees with 
respect to certain real estate actions involving $25,000 or more. The 
recommended repeal of these sections is in conformity with the rec- 
ommendation of the President to the Congress in his budget message 
earlier this year. 

Seciion +15 corresponds to section 515 of Public Law 85-685, and 
is required to differentiate between the Military Construction Act 
und the Reserve Forces Facilities Act, which is included under title 
V of this bill. 

Tn closing, I should like to inform the committee that this proposed 
legislation has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget who states 
that there is no objection to its submission to the Congress and that 
it is in accord with the program of the President. The Secretary of 
Defense recommends its enactment. 

I appreciate the privilege of meeting with you here, and it is my 
wish, together with the departmental representatives who will also 
appear before you, to provide this committee with any information 
it desires in connection with its consideration of this legislation. I 
thank you. 
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(The tabs, A, B, and C are as follows :) 





Tas A.—Military family housing requirements and assets, as of Dec. 13, 1958 









































Total Army Navy Air Force 

Currently authorized strength_.............-.-- 2, 520, 000 870, 000 805, 000 845, 000 
Projected gross requirements !_._.....-.....-.-- 877, 225 253, 300 285, 205 338, 720 
242, 300 73, 790 64, 390 104, 200 

616, 965 171, 300 216, 965 228, 700 

17, 880 8, 210 i 5, 820 

542, 936 164, 778 163, 880 214, 278 

329, 029 123, 792 58, 146, 433 

(128, 926) (66, 545) 041) (40, 340) 
(91, 078) (26, 786) 11, 318) (52, 974) 

(81, 887) (20, 111) (24, 128 (37, 648) 

(6, 431) 5, 700) (66, (665) 

Surplus commodity--.......---.-----.-- (15, 169) (2, 498) (1, 251) (11, 420) 
OS eee (5, 538) (2, 152) (0 (3, 386) 
Community suppo.t-..-...-....-..-.-.-..- 213, 907 , 986 105, 076 67, 845 
tick nares bea chehmbank anreonne, 334, 289 88, 522 121, 325 124, 442 
Programed construction (military) 4..-....-.--- 25, 718 7, 311 4,914 13, 493 
Public quarters (rehabilitation) - ..-...-...- 1, 517 79 492 946 
Public quarters (new construction) -..-.._-- 461 326 0 135 

p 18, 546 6, 199 4, 322 8, 025 

2, 694 557 100 2, 037 

2, 500 150 0 2, 350 

ERE ae net eet eee Cee Sa eee 308, 571 81, 211 116, 411 110, 949 














1 Estimated as of June 30, 1962; includes 135,700 for Navy fleet personnel. 

2 Includes existing, under contract, and authorized but not under contract; excludes 21,800 Navy rental 
units adequate for junior enlisted men and nonkey civilians. 

rd ne ev es 1,223 units not planned for acquisition and about 600 units to be lost in rehabilitation and 
™ catio: 

4 All excep public quarters to be rehabilitated, included in military construction authorization bill for 
fiscal year 
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Tas B.—Military family housing requirements and assets, as of Dec. 31, 1958 













































Continental | Territories Foreign 
Total United States} and posses- countries 
sions 

877, 225 662, 946 45, 309 168, 970 

242, 380 190, 045 10, 372 41, 963 

616, 965 462, 451 32, 487 122, 027 

17, 880 10, 450 2, 450 4, 980 

542, 936 404, 613 33, 010 105, 313 

Military controlled 3_...............-.....- 329, 029 209, 413 28, 843 90, 773 
ublie quarters_--_- eas (128, 92) (42, bm (17, 731) (68, 635) 
Capehart.........- anes (91, 078) , 038 RU ne wancanuweaue 
Whery *:....... errr (81, 887 (78, 815) | as aa 
oS. ee eae (6, 431) i (0) (1, 431) 
Surplus commodity- -- aves | See ee See meee (15, 169) 
Rental guarantee__.._-- iat S| a = re , 538) 

Community support. ...............-.<<s-- 213, 907 195, 200 4, 167 14, 540 

ERE, AB eo ne Se oe a ee ae 334, 289 258, 333 12, 299 63, 657 

Programed construction (military)*.--.......-- 25, 718 22, 768 169 2, 781 

Public quarters (rehabilitation) --........-- 1,517 1, 461 19 37 

Public quarters (new construction) - hae 461 411 0 50 
SE aa eee See 18, 546 18, 396 a SE en 

Surplus commodity. ...........-.-....----. BAUME aekcnuignacecslawacswoudnesss 2, 694 

Leased -.....- imgusosne 2, 500 Zz 8 0 
NI ong cticksiaccscssnscceckesdcunant 308, 571 235, 565 12, 130 60, 876 

















1 Estimated as of June 30, 1962; includes 135,700 for Navy fleet personnel. 
2 Includes existing, under contract, and authorized but not under contract; excludes 21,800 Navy rental 
units adequate for junior enlisted men and nonkey civilians, 
3 Excludes 1,223 units not planned for acquisition and about 600 units to be lost in rehabilitation and 


modification. 


4 All, except public quarters to be rehabilitated, included in military construction authorization bill for 
1960. 


fiscal year 


Tas C.—Title VIII (Capehart) housing program—Summary of development 
program as of Feb. 2, 1959 





























Total Army Navy Air Force 
Approved by Assistant Secretary of 
efense (Properties and Installa- 

MD os oe cn eececassksssvenaussneaces 91, (238) 27,075 (96) 41,318 (32)|} 52,699 (110) 
ae 5 13, 742 = (49) 3, 382 (20) 2,780 (10) , 580 (19) 
Advertised... .......05- s 5,053 (15) 1,306 (4) 1,164 (4) 2, 583 (7) 
Bidder accepted_._..-.-- . 2, 251 (8) 874 (4) () 577 (3) 
Under contract !___.._.- * 70,046 (170) 21,513 (71) 6,574 (14) 41,959 (88) 

ES 4 42,400 (114) 9,384 (42) 4,645 (10) 28,371 (62) 
PGMs wisbainckodusakinmewns's 27, 646 = (56) 12,129 (29) 1,929 (4) 3,588 (23) 
Total cost of units: 
tg a $1, 139, 510, 501 $354, = 405 $105, b= 687 $678, 993, 409 
ae 16, 268 491 6, 084 16, 182 
Mortgage proceeds----..-- ---| 1,084, 223, 384 335, ee 051 102, a, 467 646, 548, 866 
Average........... oun 15, 47! 15, 580 590 15, 406 
ee, ee ES ae wie 659, 993, 382 148, 177, 586 7, 744) 410 440, 071, 386 
7 ae : 424, 230, 187, 006, 465 30, 746,057 206, 477, 480 
Appropriated funds. -.--.- 55, 287, 4 19, 595, 354 3, 247, 220 32, 444, 543 
De oem arenes | 911 494 773 
| 





1 Includes 18,646 (51) units in completed projects (Army, 9,120 (33); Navy, 955 (3); Air Force, 8,571 (15)). 


NOTE.— 


numbers approved due to combination and incrementation of projects for contract purposes. 


Number of projects shown in parentheses; sum vf numbers in various stages may not equal 
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The Cuarmman. Thank you, Mr. Bryant. 

I want to compliment you on the statement. It contains valu- 
able information that will help the committee in passing upon the 
various items. 

Now, I think it might be of interest to the committee if you will 
briefly tell the committee something about the Office that you are the 
Assistant Secretary of, namely, Properties and Installations. 

In other words, how many personnel have you in Properties and 
Installations set up in the Department? What is the number of peo- 
ple you have employed ? 

Secretary Bryant. Sixty-two, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Sixty-two? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. How is this bill arrived at? Do you determine or 
your Office determine the different installations and the character of 
work to be done, or is that reached by the different bureaus, I mean 
the different departments ? 

Secretary Bryant. Just exactly as you have stated it, by the de- 
partments, sir. It would be impossible for us, of course, to generate 
the requirements of either the Army, the Navy, or the Air Force. 

With the missions assigned to them and their requirements known 
to them, they present early in the year—as a matter of fact, we will 
be starting before the end of this Congress on the 1961 budget year to 
develop what their needs are within their concepts. 

The screening that goes on with relation to the discussions between 
the military departments and our Office is designed to insure that the 
requirements are needed, that they are in the necessary category, that 
they do subscribe to the basic program and do meet the needs of the 
service involved. 

The projects that drop out do so in accordance with the service’s 
own recognition of the difference between the greatest need and the 
lesser need. 

The Cuarrman. Then, in other words, the Departments, that is the 
Army, the Navy and the Air Force, determine at what locations cer- 
tain activities take place and the character of the activities at those 
located places ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. You do not do that? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

The Cuarmman. They do that? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Then you screen it and you examine it? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then from there it goes to the Budget ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. And the Budget does the same thing. 

Now, what relation has the Senptialln's Office to your Office in 


connection with ultimately getting the money to authorize the con- 
struction ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well—— 

The Cuamrman. The Comptroller of Defense. I am talking about 
Mr. MeNeil’s Office. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, Mr. McNeil’s Office. 
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I can assure this committee and you, Mr. Chairman, that this matter 
of determining not only the requirement, but the money funding of 
that requirement on the part of each of the services is done concur- 
rently through this review process. 

In other words, to save time and to accomplish the greatest amount 
in the least possible time, we have customarily set up a team, includ- 
ing members of my office, such as Mr. Fore on my right and others, 
members from the Comptroller’s Office and even during the review 
period representation form the Bureau of the Budget so as to min- 
imize the time that the Bureau will take in reviewing our program 
ultimately. 

So Mr. MeNeil, as the Comptroller, is represented throughout from 
the financial impact of the program. 

The Cuarrman. Now, this program and all these different items 
are considered and discussed with Mr. McNeil, because you know the 
man who holds the moneybag is a very important factor. Has he 
passed on all this? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact, the funds are 
being requested in our usual manner by an appropriation request. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I want to call the committee’s attention and 
your attention to this language. You said this: 


It is intended to utilize all the new authorizations during fiscal year 1960. 


Then the committee can understand it is your intention to ask for 
the money and a funding of each and every item in this bill during the 
fiscal year 1960? 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct, sir. 

The CuAmman. And that has all been scrutinized, considered, and 
agreed to by Mr. MecNeil’s office, as well as by the Budget ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Now, as you heard me state in my statement, there 
were some $47 million put in the bill last year by Congress. After 
taking the testimony, the committee was bold enough to think that 
the defense of the country requires these installations. 

I made some inquiry and I see that only in two instances: Fort 
Huachuca, Ariz., a technical building in the amount of $5,500,000— 
this item was funded. The Army intended to request authority in the 
bill we had before us for this faciilty and it was merely advanced 
1 year. 

The Navy shipyard, Charleston, S.C. At this installation, a classi- 
fied facility in the amount of $10,300,000 was funded. In this case, 
as in the case of Fort Huachuca, the item funded was in the Depart- 
ment’s program and was merely advanced by 1 year. 

Now, Congress wrote these in after hearings—and we don’t pick 
them out of the air. We are conscientious about this matter. We 
will not tolerate any pork barreling of this bill. We felt that the 
facts justified at the naval air station at Kingsville Naval Air Sta- 
tion, two barracks, $1,041,000. This item was not funded. 

Navy air station, San Diego, a wharf, $7 million. This item was 
not funded. 

School of Aviation Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base, Tex., labora- 
tories, $12 million. This item was not funded. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, La., dormitory, $925,000. This item 
was not funded. 
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Naval shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., protective work for the sub- 
sidence, $5,500,000. That item was not funded. 

Now, do you have anything to do with that, or is it left entirely 
up to the departments as to whether or not you had made a request 
of Mr. McNeil or the Budget for the funding of any one of these 
items? 

Secretary Bryant. The answer to your question, Mr. Chairman, is 
yes. This is a determination in the final analysis of the order of mag- 
nitude of the job in comparison with other items of construction that 
the Department involved prefers to advance. 

Now, as to the Fort Huachuca, for example, item that you referred 
to, the design of that technical building has not yet been completed, 
but it is underway and it undoubtedly will be pushed ahead in the 
Navy’s program as soon as the design factors are agreed upon. 

Now, as to the Naval Shipyard, Charleston, this item has been 
funded and so far as I know is under no pressure and is going ahead. 

So far as the Naval Air Station at Kingsville, Tex., is concerned, 
the Naval Air Station, San Diego, the School of Aviation, Brooks 
Air Force Base, Tex., and the Barksdale Air Force Base, La.—there 
again these are items which in the opinion of the interested services 
are of less present urgency than something else in the already au- 
thorized category which they are going ahead with. 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. This does not mean that they will not be done. 

The Cuarrman. Well 

Secretary Bryant. But it means that the Navy or the Army or 
the Air Force in the instant case chooses to do something else first. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. But we have earmarked this money. 
Congress has appropriated this money for each one of these items. 

Now, I am just trying to find out if it is a fact, because it origi- 
nated here and Congress spenepriabec money. It did not originate 
in the Department, and the only two items that have been funded 
were those that were being born in tiie Department and given 1-year 
advanced consideration. 

Is that the reason why these items are not funded, because initiated 
by them and they did not initiate with you ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir; on the contrary. 

The Cuatrman. Now, why isn’t that a pretty good conclusion to 
reach? [Laughter.] 

Secretary Bryant. Well, there are some other factors. One of 
them is that these items were not appropriated by the Congress—I 
mean moneys were not appropriated for these. I won’t say in every 
instance, but I believe this is the case. I would like to doublecheck 
it, but I believe this is right. 

The committee well knows that the amount of appropriation which 
we asked for last year was not provided by the Congress for military 
construction. 

The Cuartrman. That is right. That is correct. We merely 
authorized it. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. We merely authorized it. 

Well, we will examine these witnesses from the Department about 
this, because I want to be frank and candid. I think Congress should 
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have some right at least to try to improve the defense, and when we 
write these items in the bill we certainly don’t want. to be just brushed 
aside. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. I will ask all the members of the committee if you 
have installations that you think are important—from what has hap- 
pened here and what has happened in the past, you better sell your 
bill of goods down in the Department first. [Laughter. ] 

If it is not thought of by the Department, it makes no difference 
what Congress does about it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. One minute. 

Mr. Price. May I ask on that point? 

The Cuarman. Is the consent calendar up today ? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

The CHarrMan. We have some bills up. We will meet at 2 o’clock 
this afternoon. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, let me say this to the Secretary. 

The Cuairman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Arenps. As I understand it, you approach it from the stand- 
point of priority ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. To determine the essential or nonessential needs for 
these things? 

Secretary Bryan. That is right. It isa matter of priority and the 
choice is made by the service involved. 

The Cuarrman,. Now, under the law, if these items are not funded 
in 3 years, then you will be back here asking us to wipe them off the 
statute book, or they automatically go off? 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. One minute. All right, go ahead. 

We are going to have Mr. Bryant back. 

Mr. Price. I would like to find out whether or not any of these items 
that the chairman is talking about are included in this year’s budget. 

The Cuatrman. No, 

Mr. Price. They have been authorized. They are already 
authorized. 

The Cuarrman. They have been authorized. 

Mr. Price. In this year’s budget. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. The money 

Secretary Bryant. Yes; two of them are. 

Mr. Price. Which one? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, could I ask—— 

The Cuairman. Wait. We are all going to get around. We are 
not going to let Mr. Bryant go for 2 or 3 days. 

Mr. Pricer. I wanted to inquire if they are included in the budget. 

Secretary Bryant. No; I don’t believe they are. 

Mr. Price. That is a 2-year delay there. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, Mr. Bryant has 
made a fine witness. He will be back here at 2 o’clock. 
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Let’s take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. I want to ask you a question. 

During the course of this hearing I would like to know if I can get 
into two points: ; ; 

One, there is nothing here that I read this morning about the Coast 
Guard Academy at New London. I would like to get some informa- 
tion about that later. 

The Cuarmrman. We don’t have any jurisdiction, I don’t think, of the 
Coast Guard. 

Mr. Becker. You do not have jurisdiction of the Coast Guard ? 

Mr. Smart. No. 

The Cuarrman. We do not. Aiadoisc ; y 

Mr. Becker. The second question is this, Mr. Chairman: That is the 
question of why we have two different divisions of engineering, for 
example, in the island of Hawaii, planning housing. That isthe Army 
engineers and the Bureau of Yards and Docks of the Navy, where they 
have made two different designs and are putting up housing in that 
area. 

They are both close together and I would like to get some answers 
on that. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. You get that information to Mr. Becker 
at 2 o’clock. 

I respectfully request you to be back here at 2 o’clock. We will have 
the Navy up here at 2 o’clock so they can take their phase of the bill 
up, because I don’t anticipate Mr. Bryant will be on the stand more 
than an hour. 

We will take a recess until 2 o’clock. 

Thank you, Mr. Bryant. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 2 p.m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, Mr. Bryant, will you please return to the witness table? 

Members of the committee, are there any questions any one of you 
desires to ask Mr. Bryant about any phase of the bill ? 

Mr. Kilday, any questions ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Not now. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Hess? 

Mr. Hess. No questions. 

The Cyaan. Mr. Gubser, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Gupser. If we have any specific questions of any of the depart- 
ments, we will wait until the department comes up. 

The Cuarrman. Good. I think that is a good suggestion. I think 
if we want specific information, I think we should address the inquiry 
to the departments concerned. Mr. Bryant is speaking in general 
terms. 

Mr. Gusser. I have no questions. 

Mr. Bennett. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lankford ? 
Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I have a question which actually involves all three 
of the departments. I am sure there must be an explanation for it, 
but I don’t exactly know what it is. hs ; 

On page 8, Mr. Secretary, the item in the middle of the page, 
there is a $5.1 million figure for quarters for 275 bachelor officers. 
Then 

The Cuaiman. Page 6? ' 

Mr. Lankrorp. Page 14, there is an item for $2,531,000 for 300 
BOQ spaces. f ; ; 

I was rather interested in the difference in cost there and won- 
dered what—there must be some explanation for it and I wondered 
what is was, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. Let’s see, Mr. Lankford. ies 

Mr. Lanxrorb. Also, there is another Army, $114 million for per- 
manent BOQ of the Army to accommodate so many enlisted men and 
officers. The Navy BOQ’s were so much more expensive than the 
others that I wondered what the reason was. 

Secretary Bryant. I can answer it this way, I know. They all 
conform to the limitations imposed by the Congress, originating 
in this committee, as to the ceiling per room involved in these BOQ’s. 

I didn’t have the mathematics here to answer your question specifi- 
cally, but I can say—and we will do it, but I can say at this point 
that I am positive of one thing, that in any instance these unit dollars 
have not exceeded the limitations imposed. 

The Cuarrman. In that connection, may I interrupt, Mr. Lankford ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. On page 5 of your statement you talk about $6,- 
178,000 for troop housing in continental and oversea areas, including 
$1,500,000 for permanent barracks and BOQ’s, to accommodate 56 
enlisted men and 130 officers. That is a personnel of 180, and yet that 
is going to cost $1,500,000. That is about $9,000 a unit. 

ecretary Bryant. Well, I see what bothers you. Sometimes in an 
attempt to make these references concise, they are a little bit mis- 
leading, Mr. Chairman. 

You see the item, $6,178,000 ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Bryant. For troop housing in the continental United 
States and oversea areas, including $114 million for permanent BOQ’s 
to accommodate 130 enlisted men and 56 officers. This doesn’t neces- 
sarily mean that all of the money in this $114 million accommodates 
only 56 enlisted men and 130 officers. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, it does, Mr. Bryant. 

Secretary Bryant. There are incidental 

The Cuarrman. You read your statement. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cmairman. That is exactly what it contains, that the money 
will provide 56 suitable permanent barracks spaces and 30 BOQ 
spaces, 

Now, as I interpreted it—I marked it when I was reading your 
statement. It looks like to me that the quarters for 180 personnel is 
going to cost $114 million, and then $4,600,000 will take care of 2,105, 
plus 38. Am I wrong? 
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Secretary Bryant. That is what it says, sir. 

I will give you a breakdown, if I may, of the incidental costs that 
also go into ee figures over and above the spaces alone. This is 
what you want in order to interpret that properly. 

I am sorry I haven’t the breakdown detail before me at this time, 
but with your permission 

The Cuairman. We will take that up with the Army when we get 
to that phase. 

Secretary Bryant. It will be explained in the Army, Navy, and 
Air Force presentation, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I will wait until the Army comes up. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. Very briefly, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 

I would like to « k you just one or two questions. 

On page 19 you made this statement : 

Except under unusual circumstances all contracts are being awarded on a 
competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder and during fiscal year 1958, 
96 percent of all work placed under contract was handled in this manner. 

Now, do you mean by that statement that 96 percent of all contracts 
during the fiscal year 1958 were on a competitive basis ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

— CuarrMAN. Public works, for public works, only for public 
works. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, sir; I mean only for public works. 

Now, would you say that that percentage has grown or increased 
over prior years? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. It is a little better than the average 
we experienced last year. It varies. I have no recollection of any 
year being under 90 percent. 

But, for example, in the case of the ballistic missile early warning 
system in the far north area, we find that it is impractical to utilize 
the competitive bidding system entirely. I use that as an example. 

But the answer to your question is that our experience has been 
that this percentage will fluctuate depending upon the items in the 
particular year’s bill, from 90 percent to 96 or 94, and as it was last 

ear. 
‘ Mr. Morris. All right. Then this one other question : 

Do you take into consideration as an element of your programing 
the situation that we usually refer to as small business ? 

In other words, do you feel that small business is getting its just 
share of these contracts consistent with good workmanship and con- 
sistent with our national defense? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. Every effort is made to insure that. 

A good deal of the business is by subcontract to the benefit of the 
small firms, small units, that is, small construction units. It isn’t 
always feasible to break up the job itself arbitrarily by the services 
into a number of contracting agencies because of duplication and cost. 
But where that can be done, it is. Where it can’t be properly done, 
the contractors themselves utilize a great many small concerns. 

As a matter of fact, I was somewhat not only pleased, but I was 
surprised to learn myself in going into this “serge recently at the 
number of subdivisions of construction jobs that were put out. 





Mr. Morris. Allright. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. I want to compliment the Department for making 
such a fine showing with reference to public works. Approximately 
96 percent of all the billions and billions that are being spent for 
construction are as a result of competitive bidding. 

That is not true with other procurements in the Department. For 
that reason, the investigating committee, Mr. Hébert, is making a 
study to see if we can tighten it up. 

Of course, we all recognize the fact that there are a great many 
fields that you can’t afford and should not have competitive bidding, 
but it should be by negotiated procurement. But, as far as con- 
struction is concerned, you have made a splendid, magnificent record 
on competitive bidding. I compliment you. 

Secretary Bryant. T thank you. 

The CuarrMan. General, any questions ? 

Mr. Anverson. I have no questions. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Wampler? 

Mr. Wampter. Not at this time, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Stratton ? 

_ Mr. Srrarron. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just a couple of ques- 
tions. 

Mr. Secretary, on that same subject there has been, as the chairman 
has just indicated, some concern over the fact that some of the areas 
of the country seem to be getting more defense contracts than others. 

There has been an effort, I think, made on the part of the Senators 
from New York State, for example, to insist on a greater percentage 
of bid contracts in the hope of getting a larger share of defense busi- 
ness for New York State. 

I wonder if you could tell me as a practical matter when these con- 
tracts are put out for bid that the successful bidder usually is a local 
bidder, or can it be a bidder from any section of the country ? 

The Cuarrman. From any section of the country. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, it can be from any section of the country, 
in many instances depending upon the area of the country, I mean the 
capacity of the construction agencies in that part of the country, local 
action 1s normal. There are some areas where the competition isn’t 
so keen, where out-of-State contractors do get the business on these 
competitive bid requirements. 

I don’t think I can give you an exact breakdown. Have you any 
figures on it ? 

Mr. Fore. No, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

Mr. Fors. As you have explained, Mr. Secretary —— 

The Cuatrman. Speak out a little louder. 

Mr. Fore. The local contractor has the better opportunity, of course, 
since he is mobilized in that area and generally, other things being 
equal, he is in a position to make a lower bid. 

But it is wide open and there is a large bidders’ list and it is free, 
competitive tenders. 

Mr. Stratton. Is there, Mr. Secretary, in setting up the require- 
ments, any consideration taken into account of unemployment areas 
so that you might perhaps insist more specifically on a local contractor 
getting it in an unemployment area than elsewhere ? 

Secretary Bryant. The services take into consideration—and I am 
sure, for example, Admiral Peltier can give you some concrete exam- 
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les of this—that that is a problem, and I do know from my own 
owledge that every attempt is made to give that the highest con- 
sideration. 

Now, to the extent that it actually performs the service or accom- 
— the objective you have in mind, I can’t specifically state. Per- 

aps the Navy will be able to give you more figures on that. 

Mr. Stratton. Do you know, Mr. Secretary, whether there is any 
requirement that a successful bidder from out of town, for example, 
would be required to utilize local labor insofar as possible ? 

Secretary Bryant. No; there is none, because it is usually a self- 
imposed obligation on the part of the contractor. He is not likely 
to move people any further than he has to, and to the extent that he 
can find local labor available inevitably he does employ it. 

Mr. Stratton. Well, we have found, for example, in my area that 
some employees working for the Atomic Energy Commission, for ex- 
ample, were brought in from a considerable distance, and I wondered 
whether there was any requirement on that other than just the assump- 
tion that, as you say, in normal circumstances you would expect them 
to be taken locally ? 

Secretary Bryant. There might be some differences, Mr. Congress- 
man, about which I don’t know in the case of the atomic energy be- 
cause of the type of work and the classification, security requirements. 
So I don’t think I can speak to that directly. 

Mr. Srrarron. One other question, Mr. Secretary. 

On page 21 you refer to the utilization of these facilities that you 
already have on hand which are being disestablished. 

I think that is something that those of us who are in areas where 
facilities have been established or are in the process of being disestab- 
lished are likely to feel a little concern at voting the sums of money 
that are requested for the construction of new facilities. 

I am thinking specifically of the Scotia Naval Supply Depot, for 
example, and I suppose I have to get this information from the Depart- 
ment rather than from you. 

I am wondering to what extent the facilities there were subjected 
to the kind of analysis that you say on page 21 is given to these facili- 
ties to determine whether they can be utilized in preference to new 
construction ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right; they are. Each one of them gets 
a very close and careful scrutiny, Mr. Congressman. 

The detail of that particular picture—you are correct—can best be 
expressed by representatives of the Navy. 

But from the standpoint of my office, every one of these is given the 
same amount of scrutiny and every effort is made to utilize rather than 
to lose a facility if it can fit the needs of any other of the three de- 

artments, that is, any other of the two of the three departments, and 
in this instance I am sure that this same procedure was followed. 

Mr. Srrarron. I wonder if I cculd get either personnally or have 
incorporated in the record tlic analysis with respect to this particular 
facility that was followed ? 

Secretary Bryaxt. Yes,sir. I would be very happy to supply that. 
But I would say that perhaps a great deal of the material that you 
want will be supplied by the cognizant service. But to the extent 
that it is not complete in the record, I shall supply it. 
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Mr. Srratron. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Stratton raised two points I want to 
comment on with you, Mr. Secretary. One is with reference to un- 
employed areas. I might add to it disaster areas. That is not the 
standard in awarding a contract when it is on low bid, is it? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, of course, we do try to take care of that, but the guideline 
for you to follow is the ability of the contractor based upon his bid. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Isthat it? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, in regard to the second point raised by Mr. Stratton, which 
is a very important one. 

Now, of course, they are closing down installations all over the 
United States. Every Congressman is deeply concerned about it and 
rightly so. Every Congressman is vigorously protesting it. Never- 
theless, the Department reaches the decision. So that is that. 

Now, instead of building these new facilities all over the United 
States, or rather expanding these facilities, I am much impressed 
with your determination to see if we can’t utilize some of the present 
facilities that are being abandoned. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. And we should be very cautious in expanding ex- 
isting facilities if we can utilize some of the present facilities and to 
meet the military requirements. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. That is why I chose some examples, 
as you will recall in my presentation, to illustrate what we were ac- 
complishing in that respect—I think it is rather impressive—there 
is no such thing, as you, I think mentioned in your statement preced- 
ing my appearance here, there is no such thing as a new facility in 
this bill. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Bryant. In the normal sense of the word in this pro- 
gram. 
~ The Cuamman. That is right. 

Secretary Bryant. We have, of course, had to expand some air- 
bases and we have had to provide some ballistic missile sites and things 
of that nature, but normally no new installation is involved. 

The CuatrmMan. But at the same time now, in the installations that 
are being augmented by this bill, for instance, I recall two or three 
out in California, involving some $35 or $40 million. Some of that 
activity may be carried on in some of these present places that are 
being closed. 

It might be possible to do that in that area, instead of further ex- 
pansion in present existing areas. So I am impressed with your 
effort to try to utilize these facilities, instead of going ahead and 
abandoning them and forcing us to sell them and then go out in some 
other place that is already started and spend an enormous amount 
of money. 

Mr. Cohelan, any questions ? 

Mr. Conexan. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson, any questions? 
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Mr. Witson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to ask, Mr. Secretary, about Wherry acquisitions. 
Under the present policy you are required to acquire Wherry in any 
area that you are building Capeharts ? : 

Secretary Bryant. Where we are building Capeharts at or in the 
vicinity. 

Mr. Witson. How close? What is the criterion ? 

Secretary Bryant. We use the yardstick of mileage and time, and 
also involving the nature of the mission. 

In the case of some installations, as I am sure you are aware, where 
the need to be immediately available is not so great as at others, we 
use the 30-minute driving time as a yardstick. 

If it is within that distance by time, we assume that that means 
in the vicinity and, therefore, the Wherries involved should be and 
must be purchased. 

Mr. Witson. Now do you make any exceptions at all? Suppose 
someone doesn’t want to sell the Wherry units ! 

Secretary Bryant. Well, that has happened. We have made that 
exception. In one instance that I am aware of, where the yardstick 
could be flexible enough, it would be unwise to force the man under 
these rather rigid interpretations to do something he didn’t want to 
do, so long as the operation was being properly conducted. 

Mr. Wison. Well, are you bound by law or is that a regulation 
that you have of the Defense Department that requires acquisition 
of the Wherry ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, we are bound by the statute and our inter- 
pretation of the statute. 

The Cuamman. It is mandatory that you acquire the Wherry 
houses wherever a Capehart unit is established. 

Mr. Wuson. Here is what I want to find out: Is this statute pre- 
venting the construction of Capeharts in some areas because it will 
just cost the departments a lot of money to acquire the existing 
harvest Do you think it is a restriction on construction of 
Capehart? 

ecretary Bryant. It might be a restriction in some instances on 
the part of one of the services, but I haven’t any evidence that I could 
show you at this time. 

Mr. Wison. You think it would be worthwhile to have an op- 
tional feature if a Wherry operator had no desire to sell and the Navy 
or the Army or the Air Force had no desire to buy ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well—— 

Mr. Wison. It would be worthwhile to have an optional feature? 
Would you get more Capeharts that way ? 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know that you would get more Cape- 
harts, but I have continuously testified from the outset that this should 
not be ‘a mandatory requirement. 

Mr. Wison. I think there ought to be, Mr. Chairman, some discre- 
tion on the part of the departments. You find Wherry operators who 
are having their property taken away from them and the military 
unwilling to take it away from them, but yet they are bound by law. 

I think there should és some discretionary provision in law that 


would allow the Department to make a determination. 
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The Cuarrman. Well, my recollection is that it is mandatory on 
the part of the department to acquire the Wherry houses whenever 
you build a Capehart house. ; 

Now we had to do that to protect the investment of the people that 
put the money in the Wherry houses. 

Mr. Witson. Well 

The Cuatrman. Otherwise, they would have lost the whole amount 
they invested. 

Mr. Witson. But if you made it discretionary, as it were, and the 
Wherry operator had some of that discretion himself, I think it would 
be even fairer than the present law. 

The CHarrman. Mandatory in my judgment is far better than dis- 
cretionary, because anything you left to discretion you must see what 
happens. It is discretionary whether to spend the $900 million to 
increase the Army up to 900,000—we forget to do it. 

Mr. Wuson. The thing I am worrying about is whether we get 
the additional housing. Capehart is a good means of getting the 
additional housing. You are slowing down the housing in some 
instances—not you individually ; no, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This is off the record. 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Bryant. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have two or three questions if I 
might. 

The CuammMan. Good. I didn’t see you, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Secretary, there are several little items in your 
statement that I wanted to check on. 

On page 4 of your statement, you show an amount in there for the 
Nike Hercules, Hawk, and Missilemaster facilities, both continental 
United States and in oversea areas. 

Now in your oversea areas that you have included in this bill, are 
there any funds or are all of the funds that are here involved for 
facilities to be used by our own forces ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. This then would be in addition to the cost of any 
facilities that might be involved in connection with the mutual security 
program ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Is there anywhere that we can get a total of those 
two figures? I think this committe would be interested or should be 
interested, at least, in getting some idea as to how much in total we 
are spending on Nike facilities overseas and on Hawk facilities over- 
seas, 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir; we can. 

Mr. Harpy. The figures that are in this bill are only those facili- 
ties which will be used by our own forces ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct, sir. 

The fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization program 
contains $20,438,000 for construction of facilities in support of Nike 
and Hawk missile systems in oversea areas which will be manned and 
utilized by U.S. forces. 

The fiscal year 1960 mutual security program now being prepared 
for submission to the Congress does not include any request for au- 
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thorization or funds for construction of facilities in support of Nike 
and Hawk missile systems in oversea areas. It is the common prac- 
tice se the recipients of military assistance to defray the cost of 
the land, local utilities, and facilities required to support the missile 
systems. In some instances the NATO authorities have found it to be 
in the common interest to include such costs in the infrastructure 
program; however, at this time it is not known whether probable re- 
cipients of Nike and Hawk missile systems in NATO countries will 
request infrastructure funding of facilities. 

Mr. Harpy. Now on page 13 of your statement there is an item of 
$76 million for construction of facilities at bases in the United States 
required to support the Strategic Air Command manned aircraft 
missions. 

Do you have any forecasts as to when the intercontinental bomber 
will be replaced by missiles? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir; not intime. I don’t think. 

There have been various estimates made for the future, but I think 
the general consensus is that the two will be required for an indefinite 

eriod. 

‘ The money that you are referring to here is very largely in the 
interest of increasing the securit. of the manned islalea takes from 
the standpoint of dispersal of planes and with additional new alert : 
facilities for the crews and things of that nature; not in the creation 
of new installations necessarily, but improving those that we have— 
improving those fields to which the dispersed planes are assigned. 

r. Harpy. Is your housing for SAC bases not included in this 
figure? That is separate, I presume, isn’t it? 

Secretary Bryant. Housing is separate, yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you recall how much your housing is contemplated 
for SAC bases? 

Secretary Bryant. I can break that out for you. 

Mr. Harpy. It is a substantial amount, I believe, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Harpy. I am a little bit intrigued from this standpoint. We 
are going all out on missiles. Actually we haven’t done—we are not 
going but so fast on manned aircraft to replace the intercontinental 
bombers. = 

I am a little bit surprised to see us expanding that kind of facility 
in terms of permanent construction when certainly the need in terms 
of manned aircraft that are going to be operational from these fields 
and in terms of crews that are going to fly should be going down and 
must be getting less each year instead of increasing. 

Secretary Bryant. The housing which is approved, Mr. Hardy, 
is approved on the basis of the term which is conceded by the experts 
in the military planning to be most likely to continue for the foresee- 
able future. } 

Again, as I tried to point out in my presentation, we try to put 
such limitations upon the numbers as to guard against an unnecessary 
expenditure in housing. 

r. Harpy. Now, my point—— 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Is simply this, Mr. Secretary: Of course, I don’t have 
detailed information about the individual needs on each of these 
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osts, but I would think that it should be clear that the requirement 
or housing this year is no greater than it was last year and perhaps 
should be less, and I have a little trouble understanding why it should 
be desirable to proceed with permanent construction of this kind 

The Cuarrman. Well, Mr. Hardy, I think the question you raised 
is a very important question and one of policy for the committee. But 
you have taken houses which can be used by the missile crew as well 
as the manned aircraft crew. 

Mr. Harpy. That would presuppose—— 

The Cuarrman. That would be applicable to both uses. But the 
problem which arises is this: Why should we continue to make great 
expansion for the manned aircraft when we know that within a period 
of time that practically missiles will take the place of them ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is exactly my point, and certainly, Mr. Chairman, 
it should be clear that we are not going to utilize these same posts for 
the launching of missiles. 

The Cuarrman. So when the committee goes to write up the bill for 
certain expansion in the Air Force, we want to see whether or not 
that can be appropriated for the use in the missile field when the mis- 
siles come in and, of course, the houses can be used for the missile per- 
sonnel as well as the manned aircraft, you see. 

Mr. Harpy. That is exactly the case if you are going to use the same 
installations for the launching of the missiles. 

The CHarrman. Well, we are going to try to hold it down there as 
much as we can. 

I know it is going to be awful hard, but here it is: Why should we 
spend billions and billions of dollars to make installations for manned 
aircraft when in a period it is going to fade away ? 

Mr. Harpy. That is exactly the reason that I raised the question, 
Mr. Chairman, and it bothered me considerably when I see the amount 
of money that is involved in this particular phase of the bill. 

The CHarrman. When we come to the Air Force, let’s try to make 
the Air Force justify—when it justifies any expansion of present fa- 
cilities, to see if that expansion can be appropriated in the missile 
field when the missile comes in. 

Mr. Harpy. That I would subscribe to. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Wizson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, I havea few more questions. 

_ Secretary Bryant. Before we leave this, may I say this as I think 
it will be of some comfort, Mr. Hardy. 

Last year we had asked for authorization for $50,000, was it not—— 

Mr. Fore. Yes. 

_ Secretary Bryant. Capeharts versus 25,000 this year. This year— 
is that right? 

Mr. Fore. 18,000. 

Mr. Kevieuer. 18,000. 

Secretary Bryant. 18,000. I am corrected. Last year we asked for 
authorization for—this is for the SAC? 

Mr. Fore. SAC, yes, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. For the SAC installations $208 million, and this 
year we are asking for $109,956,000. 
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Mr. Harpy. Well, Mr. Bryant, my point is this, that actually your 
need as of this year should not be as great as your need was last year. 
You are operating—I don’t know how you are operating. Maybe it is 
mighty poorly, but in any event, as time goes your equipment should 
go down instead of going up, and still you keep right on building. So 
I get a little bit disturbed. 

Secretary Bryant. They are going down, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Sir? 

Secretary Bryant. They are going down. 

Mr. Harpy. They are bound to go - at because your number of air- 
craft are going down, aren’t they ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, the number of aircraft—yes, they are. They 
are, and that is taken into consideration and is illustrated by these 
figures, I think Mr, Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. But my point is that all the aircraft you are flying to- 
day are being manned and operated somehow, and maybe they are not 
as satisfactory as they ought to be, but if our requirement is falling 
every day, I don’t know why we continue to expand our plant in terms 
of permanent construction. 

Now, it is just that simple. 

The Cuatrman. Unless it can be tied in with the development of the 
missile program. 

Mr. Harpy. I would certainly agree to that addition, but I am in- 
clined to think that there are very few of these installations that would 
be possible where you could tie them in. 

The CHareman. As a matter of fact, this bill is predicated upon 102 
wings. I think it is correct that we have 105 wings today. 

In the next fiscal year it will go down. It will be less than 102 
wings, and each year the wings will go down. 

Therefore, as the wings go down why should we continue to pour 
billions of dollars into expansion of aviation facilities that can’t be tied 
into a missile program ? 

Secretary Bent. Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of some satisfaction 
to know that many of these areas, that is air bases where we are putting 
money, are supporting missile activities. 

I don’t know that this is the point to identify the particular installa- 
tions, but it is true that we are trying to site these missiles where exist- 
ing bases can be used for logistical support to the greatest possible 
extent. 

Mr. Harpy. Of course, we will explore that. 

The Cuartrman. In response to that, when we come to the missile 
phase, we will probably have the base all completed and there will be 
no more expenditure of this character, 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hardy, go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. I still have a few more questions, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. On that same page, Mr. Secretary, there is $33 million 
for a ballistic missile Early Warning System. Now, how much actual 
time do we get on those, and do they serve any purpose other than for 
use with the antimissile missile that is now in research 

Secretary Bryant. You mean how much time warning do we get 
from those? 
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Mr. Harpy. Yes. Unless you get them right underneath the thing, 
you don’t get much, do you? 

ered Bryant. Well, it is less than we would like. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. Harpy. Do they serve any purpose other than for use in the 
launching of an antimissile missile ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. They serve the purpose of alerting the 
SAC forces so that they can get otf the ground. 

Mr. Harpy. And they would have time enough to get off the 
ground ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. Well, a substantial portion of them. 

Mr. Harpy. We hope. 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t know how many could get off the 
ground, but we have now in this dispersal system attempted to maxi- 
mize the numbers that can get off the ground, so you won’t have too 
many crowded on the ground. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t remember how much speed these things attain, 
but it strikes me that they get there so fast that they would be pretty 
near ahead of your signal from your early warning system. 

‘ eeeoiany Bryant. Well, the Strategic Air Command feels dif- 
erently. 

Mr. Teen. Well, I hope they do serve some purpose. I have the 
same question on page 14 with respect to your Mace missile. That 
again is strictly for use of our own forces and has nothing to do with 
any military assistance program. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. On page 22 you discuss—you gave an example about 
the use of Parks Air Force Base which was to be declared excess in 
the case of Camp Stoneman. What happened to Camp Stoneman? 

Secretary Bryant. Camp Stoneman is going to be disposed of, sir, 
through the usual route, that is, by way of GSA. There was a situa- 
tion where the town, which is pretty highly industrialized, in a highly 
industrialized area now, so circumscribed the base as to diminish its 
value at least, if not almost to exclude its value. 

Mr. Harpy. It has not been declared surplus yet? 

Secretary Bryant. Formally, I can’t give you the answer. 

We have authorized its disposition. 

Mr. Harpy. I didn’t recall that there had been any project come up 
before the committee. Has there, Phil ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir; it has, and it was cleared. 

Mr. Harpy. I would be interested, in view of the fact that you 
ointed to its extremely high value—I am going to be interested in 
ollowing that one and see how much we get out of it. I hope it is 

better than any of the other transfers we have had. 

Secretary Bryant. I hope so too. 

Mr. Harpy. On page 28 of your statement—I just have a couple 
more, Mr, Chairman—you have a figure of $15,479 a unit. I believe 
that is this Capehart ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is the average mortgage. 

The Cuarrman. That is the mortgage. 

Mr. Harpy. That is your mortgage ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Harpy. What is the total cost of those units ? 
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Secretary Bryant. The Congress has set a ceiling of $16,500. 

Mr. Harpy. What does that include? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, it includes—— 

Mr. Harpy. It does not include land and utilities, does it? 
Secretary Bryant. It includes the land—no; the land is separate, 
and utilities leading into the 5-foot line from the house are separate. 
The utilties which are within the 5-foot line and interior, are involved 
in the amount, that is, are included in the amount. 

Mr. Harpy. Your internal plumbing is included in the price of the 
house? I don’t think you would build it without that? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. In any event, the sewer lines and electric lines and 
everything else is in addition to that ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. So it would mean if you were comparing it to the cost 
of comparable houses being built for private use and private occu- 
pancy, these things would run up considerably higher and perhaps as 
much as $2,000 or $3,000 a unit; is that right? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. So we have some pretty expensive houses there, if you 
take them on an average? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. My recollection is that the maximum is 
$16,000 per unit; isn’t it ? 

Secretary Bryant. $16,500, sir, within the limitation. 

The Cuatrrman. How much? 

Mr. Kewiener. $16,500. 

Secretary Bryant. $16,500 for the house. 

The Cuarrman. What is the square footage, 900 or 1,200? 

Mr. Kettener. Approximately the same as under permanent law. 
They go all the way from 1,080 feet up to 2,100 feet. 

The Cuarrman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. Now on page 31 of your statement, reference is made 
to the renting of housing units that are considered to be inadequate. 
I haven’t always been able to get a satisfactory definition of the word 
“adequate” as applied by the military. But I will skip that one for 
the time being. 

You indicate there that this procedure can’t be followed in the case 
of Wherry. Isn’t it true that you do rent some Wherry units durin 
the period of rehabilitation, pending the time that they are restored ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, sir. I am glad you brought that 
point out, because I probably didn’t make it clear. 

We are required ultimately to bring those into such condition as to 
meet the permanent standards. But there is an interval in there 
where it is difficult at times to accomplish that timewise. So during 
that period and for a limited period only we do permit a rental ar- 
rangement to exist. 

r. Harpy. Now, what do you do—do you have any uniformity of 
that policy ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, we have a reasonable degree of uniformity. 
It varies, of course. But the standards are laid down and excep- 
tions are made to those on a showing by the cognizant department, 
Army, Navy, or Air Force, of the peculiar circumstances that justify 
a further extension of time for the performance of this obligation. 
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Those are the only deviations and they are made on an individual 
basis. 

Mr. Harpy. Well I have had criticisms that have been on both 
sides of this particular point. I had a letter not too long ago in 
criticizing the action of the Air Force in taking over a Wherry 
project and immediately raising the rent before they had accomplished 
any improvements which were in the proposal, and I had understood 
that that was not the normal procedure. 

Secretary Bryant. It depends. 

Some of these projects, I am sure you know, Mr. Hardy, vary con- 
siderably. 

Originally, when they were built, some of them were built substanti- 
ally under the then ceiling post permitted by the Congress and, there- 
fore, of course, were the worst from the standpoint of inefficiency. 

I think in every one of those cases the procedure that you first 
mentioned, to wit, rental extension opportunity until the rehabilita- 
tion could be completed, has been extended. 

Others were either built very shortly before this requirement came 
on or built up to the ceiling allowed were in areas where costs were 
low at the time that they were constructed and, therefore, are still 
reasonably good quarters and do not require the extent of rehabilita- 
tion that some others do. 

In those cases, the services have chosen, and with justification—— 

Mr. Harpy. Well 

Secretary Bryant. To require the forfeiture of quarters allowance. 

Mr. Harpy. I am not too concerned about that provided you have 
made a determination of adequacy, whatever it means. 

Secretary Bryant. We have. 

Mr. Harpy. And have come up with a finding that these are ade- 
quate and you are not going to require major rehabilitation. But 
where it has been determined that a considerable amount of rehabili- 
tation has to be made, I believe there have been cases where you have 
immediately required forfeiture of the quarters allowance regardless 
of the fact that the improvements hadn’t been made. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, tomy knowledge there has been a reason- 
able application of this latitude. 

As you well know, some of these quarters demand a considerable 
amount of money in rehabilitating. Mr. Vinson will remember the 
discussions we had before the committee with respect to the financial 
ceiling allowed. 

The Cuatrman. 3,500. 

Secretary Bryant. 3,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes; it was too high, and it was my motion. 

The Cuatrman, Yes,sir. It was 3,000. 

Secretary Bryant. You were present also, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir; I sure was. I was present at practically all 
of those. 

The CuHarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. I just have one more on Wherry and then I have two 
more little quickies. [Laughter.] 

The Cuatrman. Did you say quickies? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, as far as I am concerned—of course, if Mr. Bry- 
ant wants to elaborate it will be all right. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. I suggest you be cautious in your words. 
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Mr. Harpy. On this Wherry business we were talking about awhile 
ago about the obligation to acquire Wherries. Is there any obliga- 
tion, implied or otherwise, to acquire Wherry projects where the 
military installation at which that Wherry project is located has been 
deactivated ? 

Secretary Bryant. No. The only obligation we have under the 
law is to acquire Wherry housing at those installations where we have 
authorized the construction of Capehart housing. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right. But that is because of the action taken 
by the military which impinged on the expectation of the sponsor of 
the Wherry project to keep his project occupied. 

-Now, again I would like to inquire whether if there is no legal 
requirement, is there any implied moral obligation on the part of the 
military with respect to a Wherry project located at a military in- 
stallation which the military have abandoned ? 

Secretary Bryant. There may bea moral obligation. <A great deal 
has been said about that. The law permits the voluntary acquisition 
of Wherry projects where the mandatory requirement does not exist. 

Each of the services has elected to exercise in given instances that 
voluntary authority. 

I would feel that a great deal of concern should be evinced over 
the acquisition of a Wherry project at what I think you mentioned 
would be an installation which was either being phased out or was 
—— to be phased out. : 

ow, then, you get into a very deep question of what you men- 
tioned about the moral obligation. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t know whether it exists or not. I am just in- 
quiring. 

Secretary Bryant. In some people’s minds, it does. 

The Cuatrman. I want to develop that a little. 

Now as I understand you, you do feel there is a moral obligation to 
acquire the Wherry house when you are going to abandon the station ? 

ecretary Bryant. Not in all instances, no. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Secretary Bryant. Not in all instances. I think the circumstances 
should be taken into consideration. Some of these are not so depend- 
ent upon the military as not to be able to exist and be operated. 

The Cuammnan. If they are not able to exist without the military, 
there is a moral obligation ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I guess it would be hard to say no exactly 
because these Wherry houses historically were built because the mili- 
tary services indicated a need. 

The CHatrman. Have many cases of this kind been developed, 
where Wherry houses have been built and the military installation 
aoe — abandoned, and the local community can’t absorb the Wherry 

ouses 

Mr. Harpy. I can give you some example if you want. Chinco- 
teague. 

‘he CuarrMan. We are going to use Chincoteague for something 
else. 

Mr. Harpy. They will never use all those Wherry houses. 

The CuatmrMan. Well, the investment has to be cleared before this 
committee, before it can be sold, and I am not in a very selling mood 
right now. 
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Secretary Bryant. May I say just one other word for that 

The Cuarrman. We will have to find something for Chincoteague 
and some of these other installations. Ata 

Secretary Bryant. By law we are required to show a continuing 
need so this thing is not quite so simple an election. 

Mr. Harpy. The reason that I brought that up is this: Undoubtedly 
we had a moral obligation. We felt a moral obligation. 

The CuHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. With respect to Wherries where we built Capehart. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. There was action by the military which brought it on. 
Here is another situation where the action of the military have caused 
the Wherries to be virtually useless. I don’t know what moral obliga- 
tion, but I was really trying to explore it and see what thinking of the 
military is on that subject. 

The Cuairman. Why don’t you put your question ? 

Mr. Harpy. Now my question is this: On page 32 of Mr. 
Bryant’s 

The Cuarrman. On page 22? 

Mr. Harpy. 32. 

The CuarrMan. 382. 

Mr. Harpy. You talk about the guarantee rental program overseas 
on housing. 

The Cuatrman. About what? 

Mr. Harpy. The guarantee rental program. 

The CHarrMan. Oh, yes. 

Mr, Harpy. And we talked also about the surplus commodity 
houses. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Is there any authority in law to use local currencies 
generated under the surplus commodity program to pay the rentals 
of these guarantee rental houses? 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Harpy. Maybe we ought to have some. Now we have a lot 
of local currencies scattered around a lot of different places. Why 
shouldn’t we pay the rental on those houses with section 480 funds, 
instead of dollars? 

Secretary Bryant. Have you any comments on that? 

Mr. Arrington is head of our Housing Department and he may 
have some comment. Have you anything, Jack? 

Mr. Arrineton. Well, sir, we do have authority to procure housing 
with the foreign currencies. And in Spain we inlease the rental 
guarantee housing with surplus commodity money. 

Mr. Harpy. Why don’t we do it in France? 

Mr. Arrrneton. In France the contracts under the rental guaran- 
tee are dollar-denominated contracts. 

Mr. Harpy. Didn’t we have foresight enough to do them the other 
way : 

Mr. Arrtneton. Well, that was one of the essential financial fea- 
— oe would not have been possible to get financing on the French 
market. 

Mr. Harpy, You mean the French Government wouldn’t have let 
you do it? 
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Mr. Arrtneton. Actually in France you have a continual inflation. 

A dollar-denominated contract provides a built-in hedge against 
inflation. 

Mr. Harpy. We are getting more of it by permitting the French 
contractors to perform the way they are doing now, and you have a 
new contract for the extra housing that is about to be built. 

Mr. Arrtneron. Of course, as you know, we are doing a commodity 
contract in France now. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand, and we are paying a whole lot more for 
it than we should, as I understand. 

Mr. Arrtncron. We are paying more than we hoped, but at the 
same time the construction cost index in France has been climbing 
fantastically. 

Mr. Harpy. We went through that last year, Mr. Arrington, as has 
been happening every year since I have been on the committee. 

The Cuarrman. What else? 

Mr. Conetan. Will the gentleman yield, Mr. Hardy? On the 
point of the counterpart fund, what is the impact of this program on 
the counterpart funds? How it does affect the currency / 

The CHarrman. No counterpart. 

Mr. Arrineton. Of course, we ina hearing references to counter- 
part fund, but my understanding of those is that those were generated 
some years back as a result of the Marshall plan programs. 

Mr. Cone ian. Now straighten me out, [ am brandnew here. 

Mr. Harpy. It is going to take you a long time to get straightened 
out on that question. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Couetan. I know, but what is counterpart and what is surplus 
commodity ? 

The Cuamman. Well 

Mr. ConeLan. My same question holds. Is this having an impact 
on European currency and, if so, where and how ¢ 

Mr. Arrinecron. Well under the Marshall plan program, when we 
provided equipment to foreign countries as part of the aid program, 
that equipment was sold in that country for local currencies, and the 
local currencies so generated were considered counterpart funds. 

Mr. Conevan. I understand. 

Mr. Arrincton. And were used for additional economic expansion 
within that country. 

To my knowledge those funds are virtually exhausted. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Harpy. These are the same thing, but with just a different 
name, is all. 

Mr. Conean. I see. 

Now a different question. It is my understanding, for example, in 
India we are having some difficulty because we virtually control the 
currency in terms of this counterpart business, or at least there is an 
unbalanced relationship which affects our foreign policy. 

My question is: Is this in some way maybe doing the same thing? 
Iam concerned about this. 

Mr. Arrtnecton. Well, we are not too familiar with India 

Mr. Conexan. I used that as an illustration. I am really interested 
in the same countries that Mr. Hardy is thinking about. 

The Cramean. Commodity exchange is when we sent wheat and 
cotton and coal overthere. There isa big difference. 
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Thank you, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bryant, on behalf of the committee, I want to 
thank you. 

You had a very fine statement. You made a splendid witness. It 
is always a pleasure to have you give us the benefit of your views on 
this important legislation. Thank you very much, Mr. Bryant. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cyaan. One minute. 

Mr. Becker wants to ask you a quest ion. 

Mr. Becker. I just have to very brief questions. 

The CuatrmMan. All right, go ahead, Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. One was raised by the previous gentleman here. I 
thought I was well aware of real estate contracts. I don’t get the 
significance of what you call in Spain in-leasing. What is exactly 
meant by in-leasing ¢ 

Mr. Mayer Mr. Congressman—shall I go ahead ? 

Mr. Arrincron. Yes. 

Mr. Mayen. This refers te housing which has been constructed un- 
der & prograni—in this cave it was the rental guarantee program, pro- 
viding for housing we did not own, but was merely rented by military 
personnel. 

Subsequet to the initiation of this program we obtained authority 
to In-lease whole blocks of these housing units for assignment to the 
personnel. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kiipay. What happened was after he made the contract, the 
contractor wasn’t able to bid. 

Mr. Arrinctron. That is correct. 

Mr. Mayer. In the Spanish case that is what happened; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Government—whether you call it in-leasing or 
whatever you call it, the Government leased the entire project and 
then sublet it to military personnel. Isn’t that what happened ? 

Mr. Arrineton. They are operated as public quarters. 

Mr. Kinpay. Yes; and then assigned them and retained the quarters 
allowance. 

Mr. Mayrr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kupay. I thought it was a very good arrangement, inciden- 
tally, after you got in trouble, where the fellow couldn’t build after 
you got in it. 

Mr. Becker. I am glad the gentleman has explained that, Mr. Kil- 
day. I wish it had been stated here more clearly, rather than using 
the term “in-lease,” because unless we got that explanation, I am sure 
Tnever would have understood it. 

The Cuairman. Thank you. 

Mr. Becker. The second question I raised before we closed this 
morning. It is simply this: Why do we in an area such as the Hawai- 
ian Islands or in any similar area where we have Army engineers 
dlanning, designing and arranging the construction of units xt Fort 
Shafter or similar Army outposts—we have them go to all the expense 
and the time element involved in arranging that construction of four 
units in a building of what I call substantial construction, that with- 
stands the climate and the conditions out there. 
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And over at Kaneohi, at the Marine base, we then have the Naval 
Bureau of Yards and Docks. They, too, design, plan and engineer con- 
struction of an entirely different type of unit built of wood, sort of a 
ranch type construction—it is very nice, I will agree with that. I have 
no question then what kind of a building is needed. But why do we 
have the two different units operating in the same area, duplicating 
the expense and duplicating time, and then one putting up a wooden 
building, whereas we all know from our experience in Hawaii termite 
conditions are at the extreme. They say these buildings are termite- 
proof when all engineers can tell you there is no such thing as termite- 
proofing any wooden construction in any of those areas. 

Why do we have such a duplication of expense of that kind ? 

Secretary Bryant. The only answer I can give you, Mr. Congress- 
man, is this. Within basic criteria which are established by our office, 
after considerable discussions with the services, we feel they should 
have a margin of choice so long as the construction which they put up 
is capable at least of fulfilling the requirement of the amortization of 
the mortgage over the life of the mortgage. 

Now the Navy Department, of course, historically uses the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks as its contracting agency. The Air Force and 
the Army use the Corps of Engineers. 

The only answer, therefore, that I can give you is that so long as 
the structures are sound, and so long as they are built within the lim- 
itations of cost, which again is set by the Congress and do contain the 
basic requirements of our designed criteria, that they should have this 
margin of choice. 

Mr. Brecker. Now I say to the Secretary. I think if he investigated 
this further—you have no brief for the Army or Navy or who does it, 
you understand ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brecker. But I think it should be done by the one unit, one 
operation. 

Secondly, when within a few miles you are building a four-unit 
apartment building for the Army and Pi just on the other side you 
are building a single unit, a different type, certainly you are going to 

t into a conflict, on the morale question, by the residents of those 

uildings because they are so vastly different in design and construc- 
tion. 

The Cuarrman. Do I understand that you are advocating that 
there only be one engineering branch for the different services, that 
it is either the Bureau of Yards and Docks and the Bureau of Engi- 
neers, and that you are complaining because each practically does the 
same work within their respective fields ? 

Mr. Becker. That is about the size of it. 

‘ aa Cuarrman. If that be true, why not advocate just one military 
orce ? 

Mr. Becker. No, I am talking about where it is confined 

The Cuarmman. And put it under one heading. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I am just talking where there is in a 
confined area and not where it is spread all over the world or the 
United States. 

There is one area where one outfit could do the planning and the 


designing. 
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The Cuarrman. The same argument with reference to one recruit- 
ing station in your hometown. You have a recruiting station for 
the Army, Navy and Marine Corps, and the Air Force. 

You are making the point that there should be a consolidation of 
these activities because they are similar in character. 

Mr. Becker. Yes, I would think so. I think it would be a whole lot 
less expensive, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Then if you do that, you are teaching the doctrine 
of a complete unified service, one service for all and under one branch. 

Mr. Becker. No. 

The CHartrman. Well, when you are advocating a thing you want 
to go down the road. You just don’t advocate it so far and stop. You 
want to carry it all the way down to the final analysis. 

Mr. Brecker. May I say 

The CuHarrman. In Hawaii, they have the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks that deals with the Navy. They have the Corps of Engineers 
that handles the contracts for the Army and the Air Force. Now 
from your question I thought you wanted both of those things to- 
gether out there. That is what I am finding objection to, because you 
are not sound if you advocate it that way. Because I don’t think it 
is proper to do that. 

Mr. Becker. Might I say to my good chairman—in many respects 
I think I would be in favor of a unified service in this particular 
respect. 

he Cratrman. I am glad to say you are in an overwhelmed 
minority. [Laughter.] 

Who else has questions ? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. St. George. Thank you. I have one brief question. 

Mr. Secretary, first of all I want to compliment you for your state- 
ment, which is very clear and important. On page 2, of your state- 
ment you breakdown in percentages where the money goes. You 
pointed out to us, I think off the record—certainly it is not in the 
record here—that there was a certain leeway there, and certain funds 
that were not accounted for. 

Well, I totaled that up and I find that you have accounted for 77 
percent of the total moneys. That means that 77 percent have been 
actually apportioned to specified things» And 23 percent are sort of 
in a gray zone, that is, not really accounted for or pinpointed. 

Now my question is: Isn’t that a rather large proportion, 23 per- 
cent, that is not definitely 

Secretary Bryanr. I think, Mrs. St. George, there has been a mis- 
conception. 

I told the committee that I had only in these categories picked out 
some of the larger types, in which those add up to only 70-some-odd 








percent. 
But I also pointed out that later in my breakdown I gave a full 100 
percent. 


For example, on page 7, you will find that the category type of 
facilities is indicated there, and that it adds to 100 percent. 

I only used this reference on page 2 to cover what were the most 
ere type of categories and took up the greatest amount of the 
vill. 
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Mrs. St. Grorce. I understand that, Mr. Secretary. But there, 
again, on page 6, when we go down to the end there, it says, $12,618,000 
was for the continuation of various other essential programs. Well, 
1 have no doubt that these programs are essential, but that is a rather 
vague way of putting it. 

Secretary Bryant. They are all identified in the line items which 
will be presented by the services. 

Mrs. Sr. Georee. All right. 

Secretary Bryant. I didn’t want to go into too exhaustive a state- 
ment in this general review. 

Mrs. St. George. Well, I am glad you cleared that up for me. | 
am sure that nobody else would follow it that way. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

The CuHarrman. I raised the same question with Mr, Bryant this 
morning when I read it this morning. 

Secretary Bryant. He did, really. 

Mrs. Sr. Groree. Yes. 

The CHatrmMan. He does break it down in each subhead, when he 
discussed it 100 percent. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Because it is only 77 percent in his first statement. 
You will have to tell your ghostwriter to be a little bit more cautious 
because we are very critical of what we read. 

I find myself coming and going oftentimes with my ghostwriters. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, I do want to congratulate you, Mr. 
Secretary. This is a very fine and very pointed and very clear state- 
ment. Sometimes it is a little bit hard for us because of all the back- 
ground involved in it. But it is one of these things that takes a lot of 
study and work on the part of the individual Member of the Congress. 

Down at the bottom of page 2, in your last paragraph, you say, “I 
wish to assure the committee that each project in this bill was in- 
dividually specifically reviewed and screened, in order to assure that 
the facilities being requested were strictly limited to only those 
definitely required to properly support the missions assigned to our 
military forces.” Now that is good. 

Then when we get over here on page 21, we talk about closing of 
some of the installations. 

Now, just from reading the paper—and I know nothing about it— 
would it suggest something like what happened over here at the 
naval yard being involved in this business of closing up an operation ? 
For a long time you know the gun factory was supposed to be closed 
here and now we read it is opened again for some reason having to do 
with a new contract. 

If something was put in and other items taken out for the Depart- 
mnt of Defense, how was it worked out? I know they are tough to 
make. 

Secretary Bryant. How do we do it? 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. Well largely by insisting that the services ex- 
lain what exactly is involved in the operation of each one of these 
acilities and you are speaking now very largely of the industrial 

type. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 
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Secretary Bryant. And from that determining whether or not 
additional requirements can be placed there or that it should be 
phased out and how soon it should be phased out if there is nothing 
which can be properly accomplished there. 

As you say, it is a difficult and a time-consuming problem. _ 

But the yardsticks we have are a determination and a showing of 
requirement. 

Mr. Arenps. Well, I repeat, it is a difficult problem, I know, but 
yet I am pretty well convinced that there are some places where im- 
provement could be shown in a reduction of a number of installations 
and so on and so forth, but I know you have the pressures from back 
home and you have them from Members of Congress. I don’t envy 
you your job one bit. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arends, as long as the two committees have 
an opportunity to examine that which is declared surplus, they are 
going to make an effort to find some use of them, because they know 
the committees are not going to be in a hurry to get rid of pieces of 
property. Therefore, they are going to try to use them as much as 
they can. 

Now, thank you, Mr. Bryant. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. I just have one short question, if I may. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Gupser. I am rather concerned at some of the reports I have 
been getting on the manner in which the Defense Department or per- 
haps the individual services negotiated with the owners of Wherry 
housing projects in trying to arrive at a fair price. 

For example, I have learned that if a Wherry owner installs some 
improvements after the time that his mortgage 1s recorded at his own 
expense, that the negotiators will not give him credit in the purchase 
price for those capital improvements that he has made out of his own 

ocket. 

° 5 weunier if one of your staff can tell me whether that is correct or 
not ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. It is not correct, to my knowledge. Of course, 
I do not sit in and I have no reason for sitting in on the negotiations 
of each of the individual services. 

They do pursue, however, a policy the principles of which are 
established by our office and they are charged with the responsibility 
of taking into consideration all of these equities about which you 
speak. 

If there are any errors in the negotiatory process, they should be 
brought to our attention. 

_ Mr. Gusser. I might just say to you for your information, Mr. 
Secretary, that it is my understanding that in the case of FHA mort- 
gage—and, of course, we all know that the earlier payments on any 
FHA mortgage are largely interest and have little on the principal. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 


Mr. Gupser. Until the situation reverses. I understand the De- 
fense Department is negotiating with these people have not been 
willing to give any credit for the interest paid and they look only at 
the paid-up portion of the property as the equity. 
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I would like to talk to you about it some day when it meets your 
convenience. There is no use taking up the time here. 

(Further statement requested off the record.) 

Mr. GuBser. But I would like to talk with you some day when con- 
venient to you, about it. 

Secretary Bryant. I want to. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much now. Thank you, Mr. Bry- 
ant. We will excuse you now. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next witness is the Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy for Materiel, Mr. Fred A. Bantz. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, will you and the Navy come around? Mem- 
bers of the committee, we are going to take up this year, title 2 first, 
the Navy. We ordinarily take the Army, but the Army is not exactly 
ready to come on now, so we will take the Navy. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, it is a pleasure to have you here this afternoon. 
You have a prepared statement. You have permission to read it. 
I trust the committee will afford you the privilege of delivering it 
without interruption. 

Secretary Banrz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would just like 
to introduce on my left Vice Adm. Ralph E. Wilson, Deputy Chief of 
Naval Operations for Logistics, and Rear Admiral] Peltier, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am happy to be 
here today to open the Department of the Navy’s presentation on its 
fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization program. 

In title II of the bill before you, the Department is requesting 
$177,784,000 in new authorization for specific line items of construc- 
tion. We are also asking for renewal of authority to construct fa- 
cilities to meet emergency requirements; permission to build 4,422 
units of family housing; and increases in authorizations for previ- 
ously authorized projects in the amount of $850,000. 

The program is the smallest one submitted by the Navy since fiscal 
year 1954. It is less than we would like to have for military construc- 
tion. However, we have made the decision to spend relatively little 
for this purpose in order to devote as much as possible of our resources 
to improving the readiness of the Navy in the service of national 
defense. Of course, we cannot go on for many years with construc- 
tion programs of this magnitude if the shore establishment is to be 
maintained to meet its mission, which is, of course, to meet the needs 
of the fleet. 

In order to deal with this situation, we have the shore establish- 
ment under a continuing review to see what opportunities exist for 
reduction and consolidation of activities consistent with the needs of 
the fleet. Within the last few years we have had to make a number 
of important decisions in this regard. The changing needs of the 
Navy to fulfill its mission—its part in the national defense to provide 
adequately—have made these decisions necessary. 

Turning to the construction program itself, and considering its 
relatively small size, we have screened all projects most rigorously to 
make sure we are providing only those items that are absolutely 
essential. I have reviewed with Admiral Wilson each project in the 
program to assure complete agreement as to the needs of each and 
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every item. Our review was paralleled by equally stringent reviews 
made within the office of the Chief of Naval Operations and the 
sponsoring bureaus and offices. As a result, the fiscal year 1960 mili- 
tary construction authorizaton program is a tight program, and the 
minimum possible consistent with our responsibility to the national 
defense. 

Admiral Wilson and Captain Chew will discuss with you the 
general and specific objectives to be met by this program. I should 
like to underscore what they have to say by analyzing the program 
from another point of view. The major portion of the program 
must, of course, be devoted to meeting new operational requirements 
and completing new stations which have been authorized by the Con- 
gress over the last few years. 

Of the total of $177,784,000 requested for individual line items, 
approximately $74.7 million is for projects urgently needed to meet 
new operational requirements. In this category, for example, are 
projects for the Pacific missile range for approximately $30 million, 
and other projects for classified installations. $60.1 million is re- 
quested to complete new stations now under construction, such as the 
naval auxiliary air station at Meridian, the naval radio research 
station at Sugar Grove, and the naval radio station in Washington 
County, Maine. 

The sums requested in this class are essential in order to put these 
new installations into operation. Together, these two types of projects 
make up just over 75 percent of the entire program. They represent 
commitments which must be met. 

The remaining 25 percent of our program is allocated among proj- 
ects, first, to replace facilities which either have reached the end of 
their usefulness or have been made obsolescent by technological 
changes; second, to improve the efficiency and economy of our opera- 
tions; and, third, for research and development facilities. 

In total, they come to approximately $43 million. This is far less 
than we should like to have to devote to making our shore establish- 
ment a better instrument to serve the fleet but, considering the over- 
riding need to meet new operational requirements and complete new 
stations, in our judgment, the program presented is the best. possible. 

It has been a very difficult ‘ob to select replacement projects or proj- 
ects which would improve our efficiency of operation because the back- 
log is so great. Notable by way of replacements are projects for bar- 
racks at the Marine Corps Air Facility, Santa Ana, and the Naval 
Training Center, Great Lakes, at a total cost of $6,658,000. In the 
category of projects needed to improve our operations are a break- 
water at Newport in the amount of $7,353,000, barracks at New London 
in the amount of $2,225,000, and alteration of facilities at Corry Field. 
We are also asking authority for subsidence remedial measures at the 
Naval Shipyard, Long Beach. This project will be discussed in detail 
by other Navy witnesses. 

We have applied the same principle in dealing with the request for 
housing. The Department recognizes the importance of housing but, 
at the same time, is determined to keep the construction of new housing 
at a level which will minimize the possibility of a surplus of housing 
should there be significant changes in the size of the Naval Establish- 
ment and its locations over the next 10 to 20 years. The latter con- 
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sideration is significant because of the longtime charge to Navy appro- 
priations represented by the obligation to pay off mortgages on hous- 
ing built under the Capehart Act, which is the authority for most 
housing now being constructed. 

With this in mind, we are concentrating our efforts toward meeting 
housing requirements where there is a minimum of community sup- 
port in relation to the size of the military housing requirement. I 
think you will find that all of the housing units requested in the fiscal 
year 1960 program reflect this policy. 

Last year before this committee I mentioned in my statement on the 
fiscal year 1959 military construction authoriaztion program actions 
being taken by the Department to bring about better utilization of our 
Shore Establishment. Since that time, we have instituted a new pro- 
gram for the systematic and comprehensive review of our property 
holdings. Also, we have streamlined our procedures for handling the 
disposal of excess property so that property can be made available for 
disposal by the General Services Administration at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. 

This will be my last appearance as Assistant Secretary before this 
committee in connection with military construction programs. My 
successor, Mr. Cecil P. Milne, who is in the room, now Deputy Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense, Supply and Logistics, is here today. I know 
that he will find the military construction program as challenging and 
interesting as I have, and that you will find him most cooperative in 
working with you on facilities matters. I think the Navy is fortunate 
in having the services of Mr. Milne, who has a background of many 
years of successful business administration. 

For myself, I thank you gentlemen. I really mean what I say. It 
has been a privilege and a pleasure to have been before you. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to add one word, in which I am sure you 
will agree with me, that the Navy this year has a most austere program 
for military construction. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. I want to say, Mr. Secretary, that we will miss you 
in connection with this phase of the legislation. 

The committee should understand that you are not leaving the serv- 
ice, but you are taking the position now being occupied by Mr. Franke, 
who becomes Secretary of the Navy. That is correct, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Banrz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. So you will still be with us. 

Now, thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Admiral Wilson, have you anything to say ? 

Admiral Wiison. Yes; I have a short statement, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. We will hear from you, sir. 

Admiral Witson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
Iam Vice Adm. Ralph E. Wilson, U.S. Navy, Deputy Chief of Naval 
Operations for Logistics. I appreciate this opportunity to appear 
again before this committee to discuss the Navy’s military construc- 
tion authorization program for fiscal year 1960. 

I will endeavor to outline briefly and in broad terms the military 
requirements for new construction. 

We are making steady progress in modernizing the fleet. To 
achieve the greatest effectiveness, we must concurrently modernize 
our supporting Shore Establishment. There are no frills included in 
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our program. Every small part of it has withstood a succession of 
searching reviews within the Navy, the Department of Defense, and 
the Bureau of the Budget. 

As a result, the program is modest in scope, but well balanced and 
integrated. It provides only for the most urgent of needed facilities, 
such as those for the safe operation of high performance aircraft; 
for furthering our efforts in research and development; for up-to- 
date personnel training; for improved living accommodations for 
our officers and enlisted men; and for improved ship support. 

The program is balanced to achieve four major objectives. I will 
cite these objectives and briefly outline several implementing proj- 
ects in order to illustrate the close relationship of the military con- 
struction program to other Navy programs. 

One objective is the direct support of fleet operations. The break- 
water at the Naval Station, Newport, R.I., isan example. This facil- 
itv is required to provide a safe harbor where maintenance work may 
be done on our destroyers while moored at the piers. It will make it 
unnecessary for these ships to keep steam up so they can sail quickly 
for open water during storms or threats of storm—a frequent occur- 
rence in this area. Many man-hours will be saved which can be de- 
voted to ship maintenance. In like manner, the new air station at 
Lemoore, Calif., will give direct support to carrier air groups in 
achieving and maintaining combat readiness. 

A second objective is to support the air and ground forces of the 
Marine Corns. We plan to construct barracks at the Marine Corps 
Air Facility at Santa Ana, Calif. This will provide decent quarters 
for the ciiisted men stationed there. At Santa Ana the Marines en- 
gage in operational training in the vertical envelopment concept of 
amphibious warfare, working closely with the nearby Marine ground 
forces at Camp Pendleton. Another project for the Marines is the 
construction of facilities for the use of modern weapons at Twenty- 
nine Palms, Calif. 

A third objective is to support the guided-missile program. A 
classified project in the military construction program is to provide 
direct support for development of Polaris. Another project will 
provide an increment for construction of the Pacific Missile Range. 

The various facilities provided will be at Point Mugu and Point 
Arguello, Calif., and at several Pacific Islands. This is a high prior- 
ity project of the Navy and Department of Defense. It will be 
administered by the Navy for training and other purposes in the 
guided missile field by all of the military services. 

The fourth objective is to support research, development, and test. 
An example of the several projects in the program supporting this 
objective is the high level radiation laboratory at the Naval Research 
Laboratory in the District of Columbia. This facility is required 
for conducting basic research on the effects of high-level radiation 
on various materials. 

Many problems in the design of authorized nuclear-powered ships 
submarines, and aircraft can be solved only after radiation data are 
obtained. A second project in this field of research is for the expan- 
sion of the Acoustic Analysis Center at the Model Basin, Carderock, 
Md. This will provide more rapid and precise noise data analy- 
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sis urgently needed to improve sonar detection ranges and submarine 
noise levels. 

Our 1960 military construction program is a modest one. It will 
meet our most urgent needs. I recommend your favorable consider- 
ation. 

Mr. Chairman, after this statement was prepared we obtained 
permission from both the Department of Defense and the Bureau of 
the Budget to include in the program a rather small item for in- 
creased water storage at the Naval Station in Guantanamo. This 
will be explained to you by Captain Chew, but I strongly recommend 
the committee’s favorable consideration of that item. 

The CHatrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. It is a con- 
structive statement. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. How did you ever get straightened around on that 
water supply out there at Camp Pendleton that was being discussed 
last year? What is the situation now? 

Admiral Wuson. General Allen is prepared to discuss that with 
the committee later. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Admiral Wirson. General Allen of the Marine Corps is prepared 
to discuss that. 

Mr. Gavin. As long as we are going to make big investments out 
there at Camp Pendleton, I think we ought to investigate and make 
sure that we are going to have available water supply so we don’t 
fail to make use of our investment. 

I am particularly anxious that you come up with some kind of an 
answer this year as to just what the situation is. Last year you 
thought you had the matter pretty well in hand, but I was doubtful 
that you did and I am still doubtful. I am anxious to know just 
what the situation is. 

The CHatrman. When the Marine Corps comes on the stand we 
will develop all this background. 

Secretary Banrz. General Allen will give you a complete state- 
ment on that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. We won’t forget it. It is highly important. 

Mr. Gavin. I am quite sure, Mr. Chairman, I won’t forget it. 

Now, the next witness is Captain Chew. Members of the com- 
mittee, I feel like before the captain makes his statement, I should 
make a statement. 

Captain Chew is an appointee of mine from Augusta, some 25 or 30 
years ago. I had the privilege of appointing him to the Naval 
Academy. Captain, I welcome you here. 

Captain Cuew. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Captain, you may proceed. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Capt. John L. Chew, U.S. Navy, Director of the Shore Establish- 
ment Development and Maintenance Division in the Office of the Chief 
of Naval Operations. 

Title II of the bill you are now considering would authorize the 
construction of various facilities to meet military requirements of 
the Navy. Among these facilities are a number of projects at specific 
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locations inside the United States and overseas. These are’ covered 
by sections 201 and 202 of the bill at a total estimated cost of 
$177,784,000. 

Section 203 would renew authorization granted last year in the 
amount of $17,500,000 for construction of facilities to meet emergency 
requirements as a result of a breakthrough in research or development, 
a speedup of weapons production, a change in mission, or conditions 
of a similar nature. 

Section 204 would authorize 100 units of Commodity Credit and 
4,322 units of Capehart family housing for Navy and Marine Corps 
personnel at overseas and Continental U.S. stations. We under- 
stand, of course, that authorization of the 4,322 units is contingent on 
extension of the Capehart legislation. 

The concluding portions of title II, sections 205, 206, and 207, 
would authorize amendment of three previous authorization acts by 
increasing the amounts for several projects by the relatively small 
total of $850,000. This action has been made necessary by the actual 
higher costs for the facilities involved than we had previously esti- 
mated. 

Military construction is not a self-sufficient program, but is re- 
quired for the sole purpose of supporting other Navy programs—all 
pointed to increasing the combat readiness of the operating forces. 

As an illustration of this support, the construction projects in 
sections 201 and 202 of the bill may be grouped by the amounts in- 
volved, under the four major objectives of this program as— 





I; ARGt ODRRRIIONG <n oe ire cect ace se bcawe nator cie $126, 097, 000 
0g) eter Biie WOnt Gs onan oc eun tn scnstencuccuce 41, 706, 000 

(b) Antisubmarine warfare____.-.--_.-------___---__-_ : 8, 804, 000 

(c) Continental Air Defense____---.--------____--______ 23, 133, 000 

00) Ret! oer on sco. a atedeebuadanmadeas ouncawonwe 23, 506, 000 

(@)) ogistics...2.......-. ae Se ee et Sarees ae 28, 948, 000 

9: FONG TRIN OR a oes boc ise ceetsn cng hdd na enchuaacwetsccesik 34, 466, 000 
(a) Fleet ballistic missile, Polaris___._.__._.____.__--____-___ +, 416, 000 

(0) Pacifie Biissile Range... .. 1... .2.....5..-. 30, 050, 000 

3. Research, development, and test--_.------------------------- 9, 022, 000 
4. Marine Corps Air and Ground Forces_-__---_--------------_-- 8, 199, 000 
es Se eee eo ee a See AAR ee eee 177, 784, 000 


The other portions of title II also support one or more of these 
major objectives. To illustrate another point relative to the Navy’s 
need to replace deteriorated and obsolescent facilities, there are in- 
cluded in title IT, $22 million, or 12.3 percent of the $177 million for 
specific construction projects. 

There are 11 classes of facilities in the Navy’s program sponsored 
by the several bureaus and offices, including the Office of the Chief of 
Naval Operations and the Marine Corps. A summary of the classes 
is shown on the first page of the program book on the desk in front 
of each committee member. Details are shown on the remaining 
pages of the bock. Title IT of the bill you are now considering 
lists the titles of the classes and the proposed authorization in corres- 
ponding sequence. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I shall 
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list these facilities classes, the total amount of authorization recom- 
mended, and examples of projects included in each. They are: 

Shipyard facilities, $10,525,000: Projects included in this class are 
for replacement of worn-out, defective parts of existing drydocks at 
the Boston and Brooklyn Naval Shipyards; for construction of bar- 
racks at the Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn., to accom- 
modate students and other enlisted men being assigned primarily in 
connection with the nuclear and Polaris submarine programs; and a 
project at the Naval Ship Repair Facility, Guam, to rebuild the de- 
teriorated wharves so as to assure suitable berthing of ships under- 
going repairs. 

Fleet base facilities, $7,353,000. There is only one project in this 
class, but a highly important project. It will provide for construc- 
tion of a breakwater at the Naval Station, Newport, R.L., the major 
home port of Atlantic fleet destroyers. 

Aviation facilities, $117,220,000: Projects in this class are required 
to support basic air training at the naval auxiliary air stations at 
Meridian, Miss., and at Whiting Field, Fla.; for the development of a 
master jet field at Lemoore, Calif.; for developmental facilities at the 
Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, Md.; and various facilities at sev- 
eral strategic overseas stations. 

Supply facilities, $5,132,000: Four projects in this class will pro- 
vide for electronic data processing machine installations at three con- 
tineital supply activities and at the Naval Supply Center, Pearl Har- 
bor. These are modern management tools required for the most 
responsive and effective supply operations. Another important pro- 
ject at the Pearl Harbor Center is for provision of facilities for under- 
ground storage of aviation fuel. 

Marine Corps facilities, $1,897,000: The program for the Marine 
Corps includes projects for improved utilities at the supply center at 
Barstow and the base at Twentynine Palms, Calif. The program also 
includes at the latter base and at the Camp Lejeune, N.C., base, a 
project for atomic assembly and checkout structure and related 
magazines. 

Ordnance facilities, $2,682,000: This class includes only one un- 
classified project which is to be constructed at the Naval Propellant 
Plant, Fallion Head, Md. It also includes three classified projects, one 
for our top priority Polaris program, and the other two for antisub- 
marine weapons support facilities. 

Service school facilities, $7,499,000: Included in this class are proj- 
ects for new utilities at the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., and at 
the San Diego, Calif., Naval Training Center; for communication 
training facilities at Corry Field, Fla., and replacement of recruit 
barracks at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Ill. 

Medical facilities, $75,000: This class includes only one project. It 
will provide a medical research laboratory at the Naval Submarine 
Base, New London, Conn. 

Communication facilities, $12,863,000: Included in tnis class are 
on age for base facilities of the Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar 

xrove, W. Va.; additional facilities for the naval radio station in 
Washington County, Maine; utilities at four overseas activities; and 
facilities at our Okinawa naval security group activity. 
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Office of Naval Research Facilities, $1,591,000: This is also one of 
the classes having only one project. It is for research facilities at 
the Naval Research Laboratory located in the District of Columbia. 

Yards and docks facilities, $10,947,000: There is one project in this 
class. It will provide for improvements to the islandwide power sys- 
tem on Guam. 7 

All projects in this authorization program are also in our funding 
program. This concludes my summary, Mr. Chairman. 

This summary corresponds to the projects as now included in H.R. 
4414, There are several minor changes in the Navy’s program which 
I should like to bring to the committee’s attention as we come to them 
in the discussion of the various line items. 

Before we outline the details of the Navy’s fiscal year 1960 authori- 
zation program, the committee may wish to hear from the Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks of the general status of military con- 
struction previously authorized in Navy programs. Rear Admiral 
Peltier, Chief of the Bureau, is here prepared to present the infor- 
mation. 

The Cuairman. Thank you, Captain Chew. 

Now, I judge from your statement you will be the naval officer that 
presents the Navy’s bill, is that correct ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Then the next witness is the Chief of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, who has the responsibility to implement and 
carry out the construction, either by contract or supervision of the 
contracts, 

So, Admiral Peltier, we will be glad to hear from you. 

Admiral Peitrer. Mr. Chairman and members, I am Adm. E. J. 
Peltier, Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

As you know, the Bureau of Yards and Docks is responsible for 
the design and construction of the Navy’s Shore Establishment. The 
functions of design begin with the feasibility study and selection of 
the best engineering solution to the physical facility requirement, and 
continue through the preliminary engineering report to the develop- 
—_ of the plans and specifications from which the actual facility is 

ult. 

During the course of the various executive and legislative reviews 
to which a project is exposed, it is the responsibility of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks to justify the engineering solution selected and 
to defend the estimate of cost. After the project has been authorized 
by the Congress, it is the Bureau’s task to proceed with actual con- 
struction and to prosecute the work in the manner necessary to meet 
the required beneficial occupancy date. 

It continues to be our policy to award construction contracts on 
the basis of competitive bidding, and during the past year our last 
remaining cost-plus-fixed-fee contracts were either closed out. or con- 
verted to a lump-sum basis. We ask, of course, that authority for 
cost-plus-fixed-fee contracts be not entirely withdrawn since this 
authority sometimes serves the best interest of the Governme:’. 

This is particularly true where the project is located in an j:olated 
or foreign area where urgency of completion demands the shortest 
possible construction time, or where certain new and unusual con- 
struction requirements are involved, with risks of such proportions 
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that contractors under lump-sum contracts would have to include 
excessively large contingency costs in their bids. 

Another prime objective of the Bureau of Yards and Docks has 
been to reduce the amount of unused authorization carried forward 
each year. At the end of this fiscal year we expect to have no more 
than $212 million in unobligated authorization on hand. If the new 
authorization request now before you is granted, it should be possible, 
with a reasonable obligation rate and normal rescissions, to reduce the 
unobligated authorization to about $119 million by the end of fiscal 
year 1960. 

Despite the fact that Navy construction authorizations in recent 
years cone been maintained at modest levels, the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, its field activities, and the Civil Engineer Corps are all 
prepared to undertake a larger volume of construction at an acceler- 
ated rate, should world events or other major demands so dictate. 

I will be present throughout these hearings and will be pleased 
to answer any questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks and the Navy’s military construction program. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Thank you, Admiral. 

Now, members of the committee, tomorrow morning we will ask 
Captain Chew to take the witness stand. I will read these different 
authorizations line by line. We will have the book before us and we 
will proceed to examine the Navy Department with reference to the 
justification of each one of these items. 

Now, we will take a recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning, and 
we will start with Captain Chew in justification of the items. 

Is there anybody else? 

Mr. Ketieuer. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, gentlemen, very much. 

Now, let the Navy be here to support Captain Chew on each one 
of these items. 

Secretary Bantz. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 3:50 p.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Tuesday, March 3, 1959.) 


Hovssr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, March 3, 1959. 

The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuarrMan. Now, let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H.R. 4414. Now, we will 
start with title II on page 16 of the bill. 

Now, we have book 1—-A. This is off the record, Sam. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, if you take this 
book, book 1—A, and start at the very first page, on page No. 1, it will 
give each one of you the full information with reference to this 
activity. 

Now, we will start off with the first one. ~ 
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Now, wait 1 minute. This morning Mr. Kilday and Mr. Durham 
and Mr. Rivers—— ; 

Mr. Kewtener. Not Mr. Durham. Judge Smith decided not to 
hear the shipbuilding bill this morning. It will be later on this week. 
Just Mr. Kilday and Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuatrman. This is off the record, Sam. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I will appear with Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuatrman. All right. You gentlemen be sure to appear be- 
fore the Rules Committee this morning, so the House will have some- 
thing. 

All right, for the record now. Mr. Kelleher. Now, title II, page 
10 of the bill. 

Section 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, con- 
verting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public 
works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip- 
ment, for the following projects. 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES—-SHIPYARD FACILITIES*® 


All this relates to shipyard facilities. 

Naval Shipyard, Boston, Mass.: Maintenance facilities, $1,422,000 

If you will turn to page 1 of the book, it gives a true picture and 
story of exactly what this item does. 

Provide logistic support. for assigned ships and service craft. It 
is all written out there. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, based on recently completed en- 
gineering studies, the estimated cost of several projects in this pro- 
gram have been revised. The Secretary of Defense and Director, 
Bureau of the Budget, have granted clearance to the Navy to present 
the changes to the committee. May I have the chairman’s permission 
to present these changes as we come to each affected project in the 
bill? 

The Cuarrman. We will do so and I have them written in my bill 
and when we come to them, we will call out each one. 

Captain Curw. Yes, sir. 

(May we include a statement of Admiral Mumma for the record.) 

(The statement referred to is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF REAR ApbM. A. G. MUMMA, CHIEF, BUREAU OF Sures, WitTH 
RecGarpD To FiscaL YEAR 1960, Class I, MrLtirary CoNsTRUCTION ProGRAM 


I am Rear Adm. A. G. Mumma, Chief, Bureau of Ships. 

The Bureau of Ships facilities requested in this program represent only 
items considered mandatory for effective support of the operating forces and 
approved programs. The four basic objectives included in the program are 
(1) provision for construction and operation of nuclear-powered and fleet bal- 
listic missile submarines, (2) urgent facility replacements to permit continued 
operation of certain activities, (8) protection of our personnel and property in 
existing facilities, and (4) provision for effective use of our research and de- 
velopment facilities. This program includes facilities at 4 naval shipyards, 1 
laboratory, a submarine base, and an oversea base for a total of 12 items at an 
estimated total cost of $9,755,000. 

Our first basic objective is to continue provision of facilities made mandatory 
by the construction, overhaul, and operation of nuclear-powered and fleet bal- 
listic missile submarines. Five of these vessels are in operation, 19 are under 
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construction, and 9 others are authorized. These modern vessels are larger, go 
to greater depths, and have a deeper draft than diesel-powered submarines. It 
is therefore necessary to lengthen, strengthen, and otherwise improve existing 
building ways and associated weight-handling equipment and to deepen existing 
overhaul and repair berths at the Portsmouth Shipyard, the principal east coast 
naval submarine construction shipyard. This expanding new submarine fleet 
has created and will continue to create Geimands for additional operating and 
training facilities at the Submarine Base, New London, and at the Naval Ship- 
yard, Portsmouth. At New London, the initial part of a plan to fulfill this de- 
mand was initiated the last 2 years by the authorization to modernize com- 
munication facilities and reconstruct three piers, one of which is almost com- 
pleted. This year the request includes barracks and some land acquisition for 
barracks sites. Future requests to fulfill this planned expansion will include 
provision for additional medical, dental, supply, and recreational facilities for 
personnel and some further replacement of piers. At Portsmouth, the initial 
part of the plan included use of shipbuilding and construction, Navy funds to 
immediately start the improvement of the shipbuilding ways, and provide addi- 
tional utilities to permit proceeding with the construction of the Polaris pro- 
gram. The present request is to complete the building ways and to dredge certain 
berths to permit launching and fitting out of the vessels under construction. 
Future requests will include funds for alteration of a drydock, dredging of addi- 
tional berths, and a sound measurement facility for the overhaul of the Polaris 
submarines. 
The following items support this first objective : 


Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth : 











Ir rs OE a $3, 000, 000 
Deepen berths TOMER LTA Pye Fee Bs OPS Ne eee, 497, 000 

Submarine Base, New London: 
os i ee ee ee eee ee eer ne aes 2, 225, 000 
PUNE TIRN n iee kb ameim aciepiinege 27, 000 
RI NS en ta 0 Sd RE 17, 000 
CO) ee eee eee ae ee 5, 766, 000 


Our second objective is to provide the most urgently needed replacements for 
overage and wornout facilities and to retain the use and operation of the re- 
quired facilities. Drydocks Nos. 1 and 2 at the Boston Naval Shipyard, repre- 
sent the total usable repair drydock capacity there. They are threatened with 
being rendered inoperative through the imminent failure of their common de- 
watering pumps. These pumps were installed in 1908, are worn beyond econom- 
ical repair, and must be replaced. In addition, the caisson for drydock No. 2 is 
deteriorated beyond further economical repair and must be replaced. At the 
New York Naval Shipyard a common dewatering pump well which formerly 
served both drydocks Nos. 2 and 3 is threatened with structural collapse by the 
weakened soil conditions associated with the current reconstruction of drydock 
No. 3. The most economical solution is to install new conduit so as to utilize the 
new drydock No. 3 pumps for pumping drydock No. 2. 

Three of the four powerplant boilers at the Submarine Base at New London 
were installed in 1917. Due to their advanced age they are dangerous and must 
be operated with extreme care and at reduced pressure. Furthermore, steam 
demands on the plant have increased and will continue to increase because of the 
anticipated increased personnel load at the base for the next 4 years. The 
most economical solution is to replace two of the 1917 boilers with two boilers 
of higher capacity and efficiency, retaining the best of the three for limited use 
at peak periods. 

At the ship repair facility at Guam the repair wharves are deteriorated to the 
extent that cave-ins have rendered sections of the wharves inoperative. Re- 
habilitation at this time is mandatory to continue full utilization of the wharves 
and to avoid the very high cost of complete replacement in the near future. 
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The following projects support this second objective : 
Naval shipyard, Boston: 





Improvement of dewatering system__----------------------~---- $890, 000 
RSSMOGMENE OF CHIBSONS «no onsen enesiece nea cdnccnsnscapede 532, 000 
Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn: Drydock dewatering conduit_____.-___----_ 365, 000 
Naval Submarine Base, New London: Replacement of boilers___--_-- 877, 000 
Naval ship repair facility, Guam: Rehabilitation of wharves__-~--~-- 507, 000 
IN a sae he Ee ah esas tech ta ho pa RR eR a a a 3, 171, 000 


Our third objective is to provide protective works necessary to protect the 
personnel and facilities of the Long Beach Naval Shipyard and contiguous areas 
from flooding because of subsidence until a decision can be reached as to the ex- 
tent of further remedial measures which should be undertaken. The work is 
limited to that considered mandatory to maintain a minimum margin of safety. 
The estimated cost of this additional work is $500,000. 

Our fourth and final objective involves a research and development item for 
an acoustic data analysis center at the David Taylor Model Basin at Carderock 
estimated to cost $318,000. This item provides an extension to the applied 
mathematics building for underwater acoustic research. This space is urgently 
needed to provide full utilization of acoustic data analysis equipment being 
delivered and a high capacity digital computer under procurement. The opera- 
tion of this facility will be in direct support of the antisubmarine warfare and 
submarine programs. 

The Cnatrman. As far as the Boston yard, it stands as fhe figures 
are now. 

Captain Cuew. These will be two in the shipyard facilities. 

The CHairman. We haven't reached those yet. 

Captain Cuew. No, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Any questions on Boston ? 

Mr. Bares, Are these down at Charlestown ? 

Admiral Mumma. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Now what is the situation, Admiral, in reference to 
piersup there? Are you going to build any new piers? 

Admiral Mumma. The pier rehabilitation program is about 75 per- 
cent complete, sir. 

We are proceeding on a phased basis as we finish one set of piers 
and make the others available for rehabilitation. There are, I believe, 
two more to be done. 

Mr. Bares. In other words, you are going as fast as you can now ? 

Admiral Mumma. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And you are utilizing some piers while the others are 
being repaired, is that the situation ? 

Admiral Mumma. That is right, sir. 

For example, in the future bills there are two—there are actually 
three piers involved in the future program, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And by future we mean next year and the year after? 

Admiral Mumma. That is correct. 

Mr. Bates. Or about 66? 

Admiral Mumma. The exact phasing of them will depend upon the 
exact size of the program. 

Mr. Bates. And also when you complete the ones you are working 
on now. 
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Admiral Mumma. That is correct. 
Mr. Bates. I see. We are going to have continuity of replacement 
repairs. 

Admiral Mumma. That isthe plan; yes, sir. 

Captain Cuew. The first of the 11 classes of facilities in the Navy's 
fiscal year 1960 program for authorization of military construction, is 
“Shipyard facilities.” In this class there are 11 line items at six con- 
tinental activitic:: for $2,248,000 and one at an oversea activity for 
$507,000 or a total estimated cost of $9,755,000. This is a net reduction 
of $770,000 from the figures in the bill. 

These facilities are required for protection of existing installations, 
and to support the construction, repair, overhaul, and operations of 
submarines and surface ships. 

The first project in section 201 of the bill is at the Naval Shipyard, 
Boston, Mass., and consists of two line items in the total amount of 
$1,422,000. The mission of this shipyard is to provide logistic support 
for assigned ships and service craft; to perform authorized work in 
connection with the construction, conversion, overhaul, repair, altera- 
tion, drydocking, and outfitting of ships and craft as assigned; to per- 
form research, development, and test work as assigned ; and to provide 
services and material to other activities and units as directed by com- 
petent authority. 

The first line item is for improvement to dewatering system for 
drydocks Nos. 1 and 2 in the amount of $890,000. The existing 
pumps are 55 years old and show noticeable wear from sand particles 
during long years of service. Repairs cannot be made economically 
because the design is outmoded and parts cannot be obtained com- 
mercially. The failure of the pumps is imminent and if it occurs, 
it will be impossible to use these two major drydocks which are de- 
watered by these pumps. 

The other line item for this shipyard is for replacement of caisson 
for drydock No. 2 at a cost of $532,000. The present caisson is 59 
years old. It has outlived its economic life and does not warrant 
further exorbitant maintenance expenditures. The caisson is of the 
reversible type but one side is warped and cannot be seated. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now go to the next item, which is 
“Navy Shipyard, Brooklyn, N. Y.: Maintenance facilities,” $365,- 
000. 

Mr. Lamon. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what a dewatering sys- 
tem is? 

Mr. Van Zanpvrt. That confused me, too. 

Mr. Ketiener. Pumps for the drydock. 

Admiral Mumma. That is to pump the drydocks, after the ships 
have been docked in the drydock, sir. 

Captain Cuew. The second project is at the Naval Shipyard, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for the installation of drydock dewatering con- 
duit for drydock No. 2 in the amount of $365,000. The mission of 
this shipyard is similar to that for the Boston Naval Shipyard. 
Drydocks Nos. 2 and 3 were originally dewatered by drydock No. 
2 pumpwell. Reconstruction of drydock No. 8, nearing comple- 
tion, includes a pumpwell with a connection for drydock No. 2. Un- 
anticipated settlement of the earth around drydock No. 3 now threat- 
ens the structural stability of No. 2 pumpwell and the condition is 
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expected to become progressively worse. Connecting drydock No. 
2 to drydock No. 3 pumpwell is less expensive than reconstruction 
of drydock No. 2 pumpwell, and will eliminate maintenance on dry- 
dock No. 2 pumpwell which is to be abandoned. } 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. The next is “David Taylor 
Model Basin, Carderock, Md., research, development, and test facili- 
ties, $318,000.” You will find that on page 3 of your book. This 
is a very important installation, where all the testing is done. 

Captain Cuew. The third project is at the David Taylor Model 
Basin, Carderock, Md., and consists of an expansion of the Acoustic 
Data Analysis Center at a cost of $318,000. Among the many re- 
search tasks assigned to this facility under its mission to conduct 
fundamental, applied, and developmental research in ship design, 
is that of solving problems of noise elimination and reduction of 
vibration. Some acoustic analysis equipment is temporarily installed 
in a storage building. More equipment of this nature is on order, and 
a requirement exists for a permanent addition to the Applied Mathe- 
matics Laboratory building in which this equipment will be prop- 
erly housed and consolidated. Examples of some of the work in 
progress and to be ope, pe with this equipment are evaluation 
and reduction of self and radiated noise from submarines and im- 
provement of sonar detection range. This will permit improvements 
in antisubmarine warfare and nuclear submarines. This latter im- 
provement will affect the operations of the nuclear Polaris submarines. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection. Now the “Naval Shipyard, 
Long Beach, Calif., subsidence protective measures, $1,350,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The fourth project is at the Naval Shipyard, Long 
Beach, Calif., for subsidence protective measures at an estimated cost 
of $500,000. This is a reduction of $850,000 from the figure shown in 
the bill and the program book. We request permission to revise the 
amount in the bill. The problem of subsidence at this shipyard has 
been with us, as you know, since 1943 when the shipyard was placed 
in operation. Substantially the entire shipyard is now below high 
tide mark and much of it below mean low water. The head of drydock 
No. 1 has sunk 18 feet, the caisson and 12 feet. Subsidence continues 
at a rate ranging from two-tenths of a foot per year to 1 foot per 
year, 

The shipyard overlies the Wilmington oil field which has been the 
most productive oilfield in California during the last 20 years. Ap- 
proximately 2 billion barrels of fluids—oil, gas, and water—have been 
removed from the Wilmington oilfield since 1946. Production con- 
tinues at the rate of 90,000 barrels of oil per day and may be expected 
to continue until the reserves of oil and gas are exhausted about 1970. 
The subsidence is due to extraction of oil from the field, which causes 
a drop in underground pressures and results in compaction of the 
relatively soft underground strata in this field. 

Between 1949 and 1956 the Navy spent approximately $6 million 
on a dike to hold back the waters of the harbor and for other remedial 
measures. We have obligated an additional $9.9 million for protec- 
tive works and remedial measures, such as raising drydock No. 1. 

Although solely for protection against flooding of the yard, this 
line item constitutes a portion of the complete remedial program. It 
consists essentially of erecting suitable waterfront dike wall protection 
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in areas not now protected. The deep berm backing up the dike walls 
and other work on piers and drydocks have been omitted for the time 
being in the interest of limiting work to that vital for protection 
against inundation of the shipyard and adjacent areas. Furthermore, 
the work proposed by this line item will largely reduce the scope of the 
final work that ultimately will be required. 1t should be pointed out 
that a limited portion of this work, probably not exceeding $38,000, 
might have to be. removed when final remedial measures are accom- 
plished. It is estimated that this work will protect the shipyard 
against flooding until 1970 when it is expected that subsidence will 
cease. 

Engineers and geologists familiar with this problem believe that 
additional subsidence can be finally halted by injection of large quan- 
tities of water into the underground strata, thus restoring the fluid 
pressure contained therein. Such a program can be accomplished 
only through the participation of all oil producers now operating in 
the field. We understand that the cost of repressurization would not 
only be paid for, but exceeded by the secondary recovery of large 
quantities of oil which would otherwise be lost. i bill for repressuri- 
zation was passed by the California Assembly in April 1958. How- 
ever, the law itself will not provide all the steps necessary as soon 
as they are needed. 

In August 1958 the Government instituted legal action against the 
State of California and nearly 400 operators to enjoin the continued 
extraction of oil from the Wilmington field, unless precautions are 
taken to prevent further subsidence of the Long Beach Naval Ship- 
yard, and to obtain money damages for losses caused by subsidence 
which has already occurred and which will be sustained before s:ib- 
sidence can be arrested. Preliminary hearings have been held. ‘The 
real issues should be met in the hearings scheduled this month. 

The Cuartrman. I understand the admiral wants to submit some- 
thing for the record in reference to it? 

Admiral Mumma. Mr. Chairman, we have a letter addressed to 
the commander of the Long Beach Naval Shipyard from Charles L. 
Vickers, the port manager of the city of Long Beach, and this rec- 
ord—this letter places on record the city’s proposed plan for repres- 
surizing of the grounds beneath not only the shipyard but other 
adjacent areas. 

It is in the form of a letter with a summary of their proposal at- 
tached for pressurization. 

The Cuatrman. Why not put all that in the record. 

Admiral Mumma. I would like to submit that for the record. And 
it has been summarized in a newspaper article which shows a visual 
presentation of the tabular data. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Incorporate it in the record. 

(The documents are as follows :) 


Lone BeacH Cattr., February 25, 1959. 


Capt. C. J. PALMER, 
USN, Commander, Long Beach Naval Shipyard, 
Long Beach, Calif. 

Deak CaPTaIn PALMER: In accordance with your letter of January 23, and 
our discussions on the matter, I am enclosing memorandum dated February 24, 
1959, from S. M. Roberts, subsidence control and repressurization administrator, 
to the board of harbor commissioners on the subject “Summary Schedule of 
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Unitization and Repressurization, Wilmington Oil Field,” and memorandum 
dated February 20, 1959, from Frank J. Hardesty, chief petroleum engineer, 
to the board of harbor commissioners, subject “Proposed Tentative Drilling 
Schedule for Approximately 1 Year From Date of City Tidelands, Upper 
Four Zones, Fault Blocks II-V, Inclusive, and All Zones of Block VI With Antic- 
ipated Monthly Water Volumes.” 

I believe these two memorandums together with their attached schedules com- 
ply with the Navy’s request for a timetable on the repressuring program. 

Very truly yours, 


CHARLES L. Vickers, Port Manager. 


{From editorial, “Timetable Sets Schedule for Stopping Subsidence,” Long each 
Independent, Feb, 27, 1959] 
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This drawing graphically demonstrates the plan for expanding the gigantic 
“crash” water flooding program in the Wilmington oilfield in accordance with 
the subsidence timetable developed by Long Beach Harbor officials. As the 
chart shows, 37 wells now are flooding the field at the rate of 204,500 barrels 
per day. The timetable calls for month by month expansion until 238 wells 
injecting 1,113,500 barrels per day, are placed in operation by July 1960. 
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The Cuatrman. Let me ask you this question : My recollection is last 
year we authorized $5 or $6 million——— 

Mr. Ketiever. $6 million. 

The CuarrMan. $6 million to handle the subsidence at Long Beach, 
of which amount $500,000 was to be used immediately. i 

Now, are you asking for a rescission of the $5,500,000, or is it going 
to stand as an authorization ? 

Captain Cuew. That will stand as authorization, sir. 

The CHatrman. Then why don’t we reach some decision as to 
whether we want to keep that as an authorization and follow what 

ou are doing here, or just appropriate a small amount each year, 
like you have adopted this — 

_Captain Cuew. This is in effect a protective measure for the 1 year, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well, the $5 million was also. The $5 million was 
a maximum amount we felt should be spent to stop the subsidence. 

Captain Curew. That was more in the nature of remedial work, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. What? 

Captain Cuew. That was remedial work. 

The Cuairman. I see. 

Captain Curew. Rather than protective measures. 

The Cuatrman. Isee. All right. 

Captain Cuew. This is almost like a finger in the dike. 

The Cuatrman, All right. We have all understood this. This is 
a very serious proposition out there and if we can’t stop this subsi- 
dence it might be we will have to find some other place somewhere to 
put the Navy yard. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a few questions. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir, Mr. Van Zandt. 

ar. Van Zanpvt. Admiral, what is the situation out at Long Beach 
now ¢ 

Admiral Mumma. I was last there a little over a month ago, Mr. 
Van Zandt, and discussed it with the civic authorities. 

They have achieved now a level of repressurization that has been 
accelerated over their original plans. This schedule that we have just 
placed in the record is an increase in that program, accelerated again, 
in order to attempt to insure that they stop the subsidence. 

In some of the areas where they have made extensive repressurization 
on a concentrated basis, they actually have, as near as we can tell, 
stopped subsidence completely. 

There is even one slight record which indicates a point where it 
has come up a little bit. But I don’t think that that amounts to 
much. [Laughter. ] 

I think it is a plan 

Mr. Wuson. It isdesubsidence. [Further laughter. ] 

The Cuatrman. May I suggest you put in the record the statement 
from the General Counsel of the Department of the Navy, lying on 
each member’s desk. Incorporate that with reference to it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; it will be. 
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(The document is as follows :) 





STATEMENT OF F.. TROWBRIDGE voM Baur, MarcH 2, 1959 


My name is F. Trowbridge vom Baur. I am the General Counsel of the Depart- 
ment of the Navy. 

The Long Beach Naval Shipyard has been sinking. beneath the Pacific Ocean. 
In my opinion, the cause of this subsidence has been the extraction of oil from 
the Wilmington oil field which lies directly beneath the shipyard. 

In order to put a stop to the subsidence of the shipyard, at the request of the 
Navy, the Department of Justice, on August 15, 1958, brought suit against the 
persons, firms, and corporations who have been responsible for the extraction 
of oil. The complaint was filed in the U.S. District Court for the Southern Dis- 
trict of California, and approximately 400 defendants were named. These 
defendants are divided into two classes, class A and class B. The class A 
defendants are those currently engaged in the extraction of oil from the Wilming- 
ton field. The class B defendants are those oil producers who at one time or 
ancther did extract oil from the field but are not presently doing so. The Gov- 
ernment based its case on two main causes of action; first, its rights as a land- 
owner to subjacent and lateral support of the land; and the second relates to 
the rights and duties of the Government to protect navigation under the Con- 
stitution and section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (30 Stat. 1151; 
33 U.S.C. 403). 2 

On December 10, 1958, the Government filed an amended complaint, similar 
in substance to the first one. It seeks to restrain the defendants from continuing 
to extract oil from underneath the shipyard until they demonstrate to the satis- 
faction of the court that they can do so without causing further subsidence of 
the shipyard and to prevent further impairment of the navigable capacity of the 
Long Beach Harbor and its commerce facilities. Motions to dismiss this amended 
complaint were denied on January 15. The court has now directed the plaintiff 
and the class A defendants to file simultaneous briefs on or before February 24. 
1959, and it further has set March 24, 1959, as the time when it will hear the 
motion for preliminary injunction. At that time it will take testimony on the 
question of whether the extraction of oil and gas from the Wilmington oil field 
is causing subsidence. 

The Cuatrman. Now we all understand what we are up against 
there. It is on account of the oil being drawn out by private corpora- 
tions and we must try to protect it as much as possible in saving this 
ground. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman ; 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I am not finished yet. The admiral, I think, has 
not concluded his answer to my question. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Mumma. To summarize rather quickly, Mr. Van Zandt, 
the situation is improving. The private operators as well as the city 
have made considerable purchases of equipment in order to inject 
water beneath the surface and this equipment is being delivered very 
epaly. 

believe that there is a possibility of their meeting the goal in 
sufficient time to prevent final subsidence being too disastrous to us. 
But it is going to be absolutely necessary that they keep going at a 
very vigorous rate. And this schedule that I have just placed in the 
record is a vigorous rate. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Mr. Chairman, we have our colleague from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. Hosmer, who represents the district in which Long Beach 
is located. I am just wondering whether he could be recognized for 
astatement. 

The Cuareman. Is he in the committee room ? 
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Mr. Keener. Yes, sir; he is. 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. Of course. We will be delighted to hear you. I 
didn’t. know you were here. 

Mr. Hosmer. All I want to do is to thank this committee for its 
continuing interest in the yard. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hosmer. And its pressure upon the local people to do the job 
that is indicated here. 

When we appeared before you last year, Mr. Chairman, there were 
some 60 barrels a day of water going into repressure in that field. 
Today, there are over 200,000 barrels a day, and by the middle of 
the year there will be over 400,000, and by the end of the year 
almost 1 million barrels a day going in through some 203 wells. 

The Cuairman. I think the committee is on sound ground when 
we continue to go along trying to stop it as rapidly as possible. 

But after a period of time, if the subsidence is not stopped and 
it continues to sink, then we will be up against a very serious prop- 
osition. 

Mr. Hosmer. I think the chairman 

The Cuairman. But for the time being we are going along. We 
may be putting good money in the ground and we will never get any 
return, but we will try it anyhow. 

Mr. Hosmer. I think by this time next year you will be satisfied 
that the subsidence is stopped. 

The Crarrman. Any further questions? 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

The CHarman. Are you finished, Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes, sir. 

The CHairman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. As I recall the agreement, we \.-re to spend this 
$500,000 and then the Secretary of the Navy was to make a decision. 
Now that decision has been made, to continue this work. Isn’t that 
correct ? 

Admiral] Mumma. I would say an interim decision has been made, 
Mr. Durham 

Mr. Durnam. Not a final decision made yet ? 

Admiral Mumma. No, sir; it has not finally been made. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conetan. I wonder, Mr. Hosmer, if you could tell me what the 
cost to the city per year is to bring this back into shape ? 

Mr. Hosmer. The overall for capital investment, of course, for 
some 250 wells is considerable, in the nature of around a $5 to $10 
million, I believe. I don’t have the figures on the top of my head. 
The operating cost of the repressurization program runs into $1 
million or $2 million a year. 

Mr. Conevan. But the city is undertaking that cost ? 

Mr. Hosmer. The city is undertaking the cost and the private op- 
erators, together. 

Mr. Conexan. I see. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Gavin. Oh, pardon me. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Go ahead. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. How much do we have invested at this Long Beach Na- 
val Yard, total ? 

The Caatrman. You will find that on page— 

Admiral Mumma. Our initial cost plus buildings and grounds is 
es $80 million, sir. 

he cost of replacement would be much greater, of course. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Admiral, at one time as I recall, we had a timetable of 
1970 as the period when this problem would be licked, is that correct ? 

Admiral Mumma. I think that was based upon engineering studies. 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

Admiral Mumma. Which indicated that if the field were depleted 
to a level it would have reached a bottom at about 1970. 

Mr. Bares. Well, what is that timetable today ? 

Admiral Mumma. Today if the pressurization program is success- 
ful, the 1970 date could be moved up into the early 1960’s, by a vigorous 
repressurization program, so that not only would we not sink as far as 
1970 would indicate, but also it would be arrested much sooner. 

Mr. Bates. Is this program vigorous enough to come to that result ? 

— Mumma. It is beginning to show indications of a great deal 
of vigor. 

There was a lot of lethargy in the early days, but they are beginning 
to move. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman, I just would like to have the admiral 
clarify the action last year. 

If 1 am not mistaken, this committee authorized $514 million with 
the proviso that the Secretary of the Navy would make a finding to 
the effect that subsidence had ceased, and at that time would be author- 
ized to spend the $514 million. Is that pretty much the way it stands? 

Admiral Mumma. I think that is right, Mr. Wilson, but it appears 
that the ability of the Secretary to make this final decision is now 
questionable, as of right now. 

(Mr. Kelleher aside.) 

The Cuarrman. Here is what it says, Mr. Wilson. [Reading :] 

* * * Naval Shipyard, Calif. Operational and training facilities, $6 million. 
Provided, that more than $500,000 of this sum shall be utilized for protective 
work until the Secretary of the Navy determines in his judgment that sufficient 
action has been taken or arrangements made to arrest further subsidence of the 
shipyard. 

That is what we wrote in the law last year. 

Mr. Witson. In other words—— 

The Cuarrman. He answered Mr. Durham’s question. He said no 
decision has been made by the Department. 

Mr. Wixson. Well, I just want it understood that that $514 million 
is riding on the Secretary’s decision. As soon as he makes that finding 
he will be authorized to spend it, is that correct ? 

Admiral Mumma. That is correct. 
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Mr. Gavin. How much of that $514 million has been spent ? 

The Cuarrman. None. 

Mr. Wusson. None of it. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is actually $6 million, of which only $500,000 can 
be spent prior to the decision to be made by the Secretary. So only 
the $500.000 has been spent. 

The Cuarrman. And this authorizes $500,000 more to be spent 
before the decision is reached. 

Mr. Kettener. Right. 

Admiral Mumma. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection—— 

Mr. Gavin. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

On examination now, have they determined whether or not this 
water is holding, and where the oil is taken out? Nobody seems to 
know. It is purely speculation, isn’t it? You can’t tell or determine 
whether or not it is holding or not, is that right ? 

Admiral Mumma. Yes, I think we can, Mr. Gavin, because we have 
a team of consultants that the Navy has hired for the purpose of 
assuring that we get unbiased opinions on this matter. 

These experts tell us that it is engineeringly feasible to repressurize 
and to stop this subsidence. 

The only question is how fast and how much. This is what we have 
been vigorously pursuing for the past several years, is to get the city 
and the private operators to do as much as fast as they possibly can, 
in — to hold the subsidence at as high a point, finishing point, as 

ossible. 
' Now there is no question about the engineering feasibility in our 
mind. 

It doesn’t fade away, because once the pressure is restored in the 
area the natural pressure of the earth is the same everywhere. 

Mr. Gavin. I would contend that, too, providing—you got a pocket 
there and you are trying to fill that pocket. Now whether there is 
any seepages from that pocket—what is the topography of the coun- 
try in that location ? 

The Cuatrman. An ocean to the side of it. 

Admiral Mumma. It is a very poor dome with faults in it. That is 
the reason it subsides. Most oil domes are fairly strong and as 
the oil is taken out from beneath they do not subside. But this one 
is a very gradual dome with faults in it and necessarily when the oil 
is taken out, it subsides. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, in fields in Pennsylvania now, old fields, they 
are pumping in gas now for storage facilities and it holds. 

I just wondered if the topography of the country is such that you 
are pumping in water—and they pump water in Pennsylvania for 
repressurizing wells, too, but it has no getaway. It is in there and it 
holds. Now whether or not the terrain there and the topography 
of the country, which I am not familiar with, and the structure of 
the country is such that this water is holding or whether it is getting 
away and you are just hoping it is going to hold and keep on until 
you are eventually forced to stop—if that is the case you might just 
as well make a decision that we might as well give it up. 

Admiral Mumma. Well, let’s put it this way, Mr. Gavin. The bowl, 
the bottom of the bow], does not allow the water to come in from the 
ocean fast enough. 
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Mr. Gavin. You are certain of that? 

Admiral Mumma. In order to repressurize and hold up the land. 

The CuarrMan. Now let the record show the total amount that we 
have spent over the years in trying to handle the subsidence : $500,000 
last year, $500,000 this year, and my recollection is $1 or $2 million 
prior to that. time. 

Mr. Ketiener. “uch more than that. I think the total, Mr. Chair- 
man, comes up around $20 million over the past several years, going 
back to the early 1950's. 

The CHarrMAn. $20 million. 

Mr. Ke.__ener. Something in the order of that. 

The CHatrman. Put that in the record. 

Now I think this. I think what we did last year was sound. We 
have an investment of some $80 million. We spent $20 million now 
to preserve it. 

If the solution can’t be reached soon, we will have to reach a decision 
as to whether or not we are going to continue to spend money on this 
phase of the project at Long Beach. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Now let’s move on. We have all the information 
necessary to pass on this. 

Mr. Witson. Just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarmman. Yes. 

Mr. Wirson. I would like to ask the admiral] if there is an alternate 
plan the Navy has in case the subsidence does not stop / 

Admiral Mumma. We have a suit which is intended as I under- 
stand it—and I am not speaking as a legal person in this regard—to 
restore the Government’s damages in case the subsidence is not stop- 


This suit is a very vital part of this program. It is possible that 
the successful conclusion of that suit would permit us to relocate if it 
were absolutely necessary. 

Mr. Witson. You feel the shipyard in the southern California area 
is important to the Navy ? 

Admiral Mumma. Yes; we feel that the location of the Long Beach 
yard has been a very vital part of the utilization of that yard by the 
fleet. 

Mr. Wuson. Thank you. 

The Cnamman. We all share that same opinion. We are hoping 
this money will bear gcod results and we are going to coutinue to go 
along with it until we are forced to reach a different decision. 
Without objection, that item is approved. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn. Troop housing, utili- 
ties, and real estate, $3,146,000 : 

Captain Cuew. The fifth project, gentlemen, is at the Naval Sub- 
marine Base, New London, Conn., and consists of four line items in 
the amount of $3,156,000 in support of submarine operations and 
training. The mission of the base is to maintain and operate facili- 
ties to support training and experimental operations of Atlantic Fleet 
Submarine Forces. Its major tasks are to provide logistic su pport 


for: two operational Submarine Squadrons; Headquarters, Con- 
mander, Submarine Force, U.S. Atlantic Fleet; Submarine Develop- 
ment Group 2: certain reserve fleet and operational development: force 
vessels; training personnel for duty in the submarine forces: and com- 
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munication for limited fleet support. In accordance with Department 
of Defense instructions, we have shown our family housing projects 
together with our military construction projects in our program books. 
This has the advantage for the committee in showing the complete 
proposed development for each station in the program. However, we 
propose to defer the discussion of the housing projects until we come 
to section 204 of the bill, unless the chairman wishes to handle it 
differently. 

The first line item is for barracks in the amount of $2,225,000. 
This will provide for the construction of six 180-man barracks to 
house shore-based and fleet enlisted men and to keep pace with the 
recent increased student training load and planned increases due to 
acceleration of nuclear and Polaris submarine programs. 

The second line item is for replacement of boilers in the amount 
of $877,000. This will provide for the replacement of two obsolescent 
boilers with two new boilers and the necessary equipment such as 
stack, breeching, air heaters, boiler feed pumps and piping. The 
boilers to be replaced are +1 vears old and are low in performance. 
The drums and tubes have eroded so that wall thickness has ap- 
proached the danger point. with rupture possible in the next 2 years. 
Considerable expansion at. this base has occurred without increase in 
power output. A combination of obsolescence and increased power 
requirements combine to make the replacement of the two boilers 
mandatory. 

The third line item is for the acquisition of land at an estimated 
cost of $27,000. The land, approximately 19.7 acres, is adjacent to 
the submarine base and is required to provide space upon which to site 
four of the proposed six barracks mentioned previously. 

The last line item for this station is for erection of security fencing 
in the amount of $17,000. It will enclose the land area to be acquired 
which I have just described. 

The Cuaimman. That is on page 5. We will excuse Mr. Gavin to 
getarule. Thank you, Mr Gavin. 

Now we are all quite familiar with this activity, the naval sub- 
marine base. Here is all the facts and everything about it. Without 
objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next item is the Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N.H. 
Operational facilities, and maintenance, and production facilities, 
$3,417,000. 

Captain Cuew. The last of the continental shipyard projects is at 
the Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N.H., and consists of two line items 
in the amount of $3,497,000. This is the second revised estimate, 
being an increase of $80,000 over the amount shown in the bill. We 
ask your permission to incorporate this change in the bill. The mis- 
sion of this shipyard is similar to that of the Boston Naval Shipyard 
which I aneorthed previously, except that the effort of this shipyard 
is oriented to a greater extent to the design, construction, conversion, 
overhaul, alteration, and drydocking of submarines, including nuclear 
submarines. 

The first line is for the deepening of berths at an estimated cost 
of $497,000. The newer tyne submarines. some of which ere nlanned 
for construction at this shipyard, have drafts approaching 29 feet. 
Water depths must be maintained at 35 feet below low water at three 
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of the nine berths in order to allow for the berthing of these sub- 
marines at the shipyard during periods of extreme low water, when 
the depths reach a point 3.3 feet below mean low water, and to provide 
for ship motion, silting, variations in trim, and clearance. The pres- 
ent depths at the three berths is 25 feet below mean low water. 

The second line item is for the improvement of building ways at an 
estimated cost of $3 million. The four covered building ways were 
adequate for construction of World War II designs of submarines, 
but must now be strengthened and lengthened in order to bear the 
weights of the larger and heavier submarines. Also the weight capa- 
cities of cranes and crane ways must be increased. The building 
ways will be lengthened on the shore, necessitating the reconstruction 
and extension of the building housing the fabrication, assembly, and 
ways area. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Captain Chew, you want to increase that to 
$3,497,000, is that correct ? 

Captain Cuew. That is a change, sir, to $3,497,000. 

The Cuairman. That has been cleared by the budget? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, members of the committee, that finishes the ship facilities. 

Now the next is the fleet base facilities. 

Mr. Bates. What is this work on the ways up here at Portsmouth, 
Admiral? Do you want to explain that a little bit? 

Admiral Honsrneer. Mr. Chairman, I am Admiral Honsinger, the 
Deputy Chief of the Bureau of Ships. The answer to Mr. Bates’ ques- 
tion is that we are rebuilding the ways so that they can take a heavier, 
larger Polaris-type submarine. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, the next is fleet base facilities. 
Naval Station, Newport, R.I. f.toagenaes facilities, $7,353,000. 

Captain Curw. Class two of the program, for fleet base facilities, 
consists of one project at the Naval Station, Newport, R.I. This base 
provides facilities and services in support of units of the Atlantic 
Fleet, including logistics, refresher training, and recreation. The 
project is for construction of a breakwater at the estimated cost 
of $7,353,000. It is planned to be about 4,200 feet long, 10 feet wide 
on top, and 10 feet above mean low water. It is required to provide 
protection for ships berthed at the two new piers, which average about 
36 ships at any one time. The lack of protection against the wind 
and subsequent surging of ships due to wave action has already re- 
sulted in damages to ships exceeding $1,750,000 and in $172,000 dam- 
ages to pier No. 1 since its completion in November 1955. Maintenance 
and repair work, on the ships, that is now interrupted by storm condi- 
tions, 1s computed as over 295,000 man-days per year. Consequently, 
the breakwater will increase the effectiveness of the destroyer force and 
its availability at sea for carrying out its mission. 

The Cuarrman. Now, where is that, what page in the book? 
Mr. Ketiener. Page 7, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Page 7. 

Mr. Ketiener. I am sorry, that is wrong, page 8. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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We spent up to date $34,301,106 there. There are 1,700 acres of land, 
and the land cost $1,548,920. And we had $32 million of improve- 
ments. A very important base. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could put in the record 
the housing situation at Newport? We had that matter before. the 
committee a year or two ago. The subcommittee was on a visit to 
Newport. 

The CuatrmMan. Put that in the record about the housing situation. 

Captain Curew. Could we take that up when we take up the housing 
as a unit, sir? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Captain Cuew. The housing all comes in one separate unit. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

The next is the aviation facilities. Who is here representing the 
aviation part of the Navy ? 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a statement at 
this point if I may while the admiral is on. 

The Cuarrman, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brennerr. At another time in the hearing I hope to offer an 
amendment, on page 11, line 17, before “Naval Station, Newport” to 
insert “Naval Station, Green Cove Springs, dredging, $139,000.” 

Now, the admiral—I don’t know whether he knows about it. I 
think Captain Chew does know about it. 

The Cuarrman. We will talk about that when we come to that item. 

Mr. Bennett. Sir, this is when it would come. This is in the bill. 
In other words, what I am trying to do now is to get any information 
they may have about this item. Because this is the appropriate place 
in the bill for it to be intrcduced. It is not the appropriate time to 
introduce amendments. It is the appropriate place in the bill to con- 
sider this type of item. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. Then you have an amendment in 
connection with fleet base facilities? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes, sir; it is on page 11, line 17. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Bennett. Before “Naval Station, Newport,” insert “Naval 
Station, Green Cove Springs, dredging, $139,000.” 

Now, I think someone out there does know about this item. If they 
don’t I have some material I could insert in the record. 

The CuatrmMan. You offer the amendment ? 

Mr. Bennett. I will offer the amendment. 

The Cuairman. Offer your amendment now so we can all pass on it 
as we go along. 

Mr. Bennett. I offer that amendment at this time. 

I believe they are prepared to make a statement on it. If they are 
not, [ can read the material which I have here from the Chief of Na- 
val Operations. 

The Carman. Well, do I understand you are offering an amend- 
ment to include it? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes, sir; I have offered the amendment. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Bennett. I thought he would give some backup material. I 
would be glad to give it myself if he doesn’t have it. 


34066—59—No. 17———-7 
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Captain Cuew. This is the project of dredging the channel to 
Green Cove Springs. 

Mr. Bennett. Yes, sir. 

Captain Cuew. It is the St. Johns River, which now has a depth 
of approximately 13 feet. The project is to increase the depth to 17 
feet, to allow ships that have been modernized and have had their 
depth and draft increased by the addition of a sonar dome to go up 
the river and be berthed at Green Cove Springs. That is in essence 
the project, in a nutshell, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. The ships are being based there, are they not? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman,. And your depth is 13 feet ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

, ir CuairmMan. And this proposed amendment will make it 17 
eet / 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have enough clearance on the 13 feet to take 
care of the vessels that are based there ? 

Captain Cuxew. The vessels that are now based there can be taken 
care of, sir. It is only when they are modified with the addition of a 
sonar dome that they can’t. 

The Cuairman. But they are not reconditioned at Green Cove 
Springs, are they ? | 

Captain Cuew. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. They are just merely put in mothballs? 

Captain Curew. That is correct, sir. 

‘The Cuatrman. So there is no need as far as the mothballed fleet 
is concerned to have any deeper harbor ? 

Captain Cuew. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrman. It is only necessary if these vessels have been 
brought out and sent to Charleston or Newport_or Boston and are 
reconditioned ? 

Captain Cuew. That is correct, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Then after they have been reconditioned they 
draw more depth than 13 feet ? 

Captain Curew. That is correct, sir. 

The CHairman. We will never put them back in there except when 
we are going to put them into mothballs. 

So I can’t see any justification. 

Mr. Bennett. Sir, that is not as I understand the situation. At 
one point I think Captain Chew is agreeing with you because the 
words you are saying are accurate but I think they are giving the 
wrong impression to the committee. Because the truth of this matter 
is that there are many vessels of this type at Green Cove Springs 
which are being modernized and they will be put back into the moth- 
balled fleet. The mothballed fleet at Green Cove Springs is the best 
facility in the mothballed fleet. It has more wharfage and all that 
sort of thing. These vessels that are being modernized are not put 
out in the current active fleet. They are being returned to the current 
active fleet if they can’t be returned to Green Cove Springs. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Bennett, what the chairman said iscorrect. If 
they are returned to Green Cove Springs they can’t go with the 
active fleet without modification. 
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The CuatrMan. They won’t be returned to Green Cove Springs—— 

Mr. Bennett. The chairman has the impression that these mod- 
ernized vessels will go into the active fleet and will not go back to 
the mothballed fleet. They will go back to the mothballed. 

Captain Cuew. They will go back to the mothballed fleet at 
another location if necessary. 

The Cuamman. That is right. We have plenty of places to berth 
them. 

Mr. Bennetr. I don’t think that is true, is it ? 

The CrHatrman. Oh, yes. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir; that is true, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We have plenty of places up and down the coast 
to put any ship that we need to tie up. 

As a matter of fact, we are getting rid of a great many ships to go 
into berth facilities right now. 

Mr. Bares. That is the point I wanted to go into. A year ago we 
discussed the size of the reserve fleet and we considered many ships 
that we will never use again. It seems to me we should undertake 
a program to get rid of those ships if there is no possible use for them 
in the future. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates, may I interrupt you to call your at- 
tention to the fact that I read the list the other day—— 

Mr. Durnam. Forty-seven. 

The Cuatrman. There are 47 ships going to be scrapped. 

Mr. Bares. I remember the same list, Mr. Chairman, but I was 
talking about a program much more extensive than that. Those are 
all your large capital ships—cruisers, battleships, and that type of 
thing. 

Admiral Wirson. Mr. Chairman, if I may clear up that point? 
Iam Deputy Chief of Naval ge for Logistics. We do havea 
program to reduce the reserve fleet. We are vigorously pursuing that 
now. Weare endeavoring on an orderly basis over the next few years 
to reduce the reserve fleet significantly, of these ships that are no 
longer useful to us. 

In addition to that, we have a dispersal problem which we are trying 
to solve at the same time. 

The ships that come out of Green Cove 

Mr. Bennett. The point I would like to make about Green Cove 
Springs is that this is a substantial mothballed fleet activity. It is 
the most substantial one in the Navy. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bennetr. Furthermore, there is a very large Wherry housing 
project there, which is based upon the theory of the Navy that it is 
going to be a permanent installation. So if you let the mothballed 
fleet at Green Cove Springs dry out, you are going to have a great 
deal of money involved in the Wherry housing projects at Green Cove 
Springs which would have to be met in one way or the other. I would 
like to have a vote on it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, I don’t think the captain’s answer in 
regard to the statement I made would warrant the committee acting 
favorably on this matter. All in favor of the amendment hold up 
your hand. All opposed no. The noes have it and the amendments is 
not agreed to. 
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Now read the next—the next item is “Aviation facilities.” Naval 
Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss. Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, and at out 
lying landing field, Bravo, operational and training facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and real estate, $5,576,000. 

They propose to change that from $5,576,000 to $5,147,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Right, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Cuew. That is correct. 

The CHatrman. Now that is on page 

Mr. Smart. Page 10 of the book. 

Mr. KenneHeER. Page 10 of the book, Mr. Chairman. 
(Navy : Statement for the record :) 





STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. R. M. REYNOLDS, USN, ASSISTANT CHIEF FoR MAIN- 
TENANCE AND SUPPORT ON THE BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS FISCAL YEAR 1960 MILI- 
TARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION REQUEST 


Mr. CHAIRMAN: It is a privilege to appear before the committee this year to 
present the aviation portion of the Navy’s 1960 military construction authoriza- 
tion request. ‘ihe Bureau of Aeronautics portion of this request totals $117,- 
220,000. Of this total $75,998,000 is requested for the development of aviation 
facilities within the continental limits of the United States, while $41,222,000 is 
being requested for the development of our Air stations and facilities overseas, 
inciuding $19,518,000 for various classified locations. Prior to proceeding with 
the detaiied re,iew of our program, I would like to mention briefly certain im- 
portant aspects. 

The special purpose section of the bill contains a request for $33,356,000; 
$30,050,000 of this total is for facilities to support the various missile programs 
assigned to the Vaciiic Missile Range. As executive agent for this new national 
range, the Navy is charged with the responsibility for the instrumentation, 
safety and the coordination of operations for the three miiltary services, Na- 
tional Aeronautics Space Agency and the Advanced Research Projects Agency. 
The Pacific Missile Kange is operating on a limited basis at this time. Phase 
2 of the range development is included in this authorization request and includes 
both continental and downrange facilities to support vital missile programs. 
These facilities must be authorized this year to provide a timely development of 
the range. $1,051,000 is also included in the special purpose section for addi- 
tional construction at naval air facility towers field to phase air operations out 
of the Naval Air Station Anacostia-Bolling complex. The remaining portion of 
the special purpose section is to provide facilities at various continental research 
and development stations. 

In the program for our training stations we are requesting authorization for 
the continuation of the development of the jet pilot training at Meridian. This 
request represents the last major increment of construction and will provide the 
training command with an operational station during the latter part of 1961. 
Authorization is also being requested for the modernization of operational 
facilities at Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting, to support basic jet training. 

In the fleet support area, the major portion of the request is for the continued 
development of Naval Air Station, Lemoore, for the support of carrier air 
group training in the San Francisco area. This is also the last major increment 
of construction for this station and will provide an operational capability near 
the end of 1961. 

Our Marine program provides primarily for the development of Marine Corps 
Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma. The facilities included in this request will enable 
the station to support gunnery training on a rotational basis for Navy and Marine 
Corps aviation units based in the southern California area. 

The principal programs at our overseas stations include the additional con- 
struction of facilities at naval station, Roosevelt Roads, for the missile train- 
ing of Atlantic Fleet units, the development of one classified location in the 
Atantic to support the barrier program, dredging at ROTA to provide capacity 
for the Forrestal class carriers and the provision of operational and personnel 
facilities at various other stations in the Atlantic and Pacific ocean area. 


Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, we now come to the third class in 
our program. This is for aviation facilities for which we are request- 
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ing authorization in the total amount of $116,729,000, representing 
approximately 66 percent of the overall Navy program. Of that 
amount, $75,507,000 are for 105 line items at 15 stations in continental 
United States. The balance of $41,222,000 is for 24 line items at 9 
oversea stations, including 11 line items for $19,518,000 at 2 classified 
locations. 

The aviation shore activities are required for several basic pur- 
poses—for training new naval aviators; for supporting the operating 
forces, including the Marine Corps, the striking power of the Navy; 
and for important research, development and test of guided missiles 
and their components. 

The continental aviation facilities are for 4 groups of stations. 
The first of these groups is naval air training stations. They are re- 
quired for training naval aviation personnel and involve 3 stations 
for a total amount of $8,358,000. 

The first project consists of 10 line items at the Naval Auxiliary 
Air Station, Meridian, Miss., totaling $5,147,000. This is a reduction 
of $429,000 from the figure shown in the bill and program book. This 
is the fourth increment for the development of this station. The 
three previous increments totaled $37,468,000. This station is to be 
an auxiliary to the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., for basic 
training for naval aviators in operation of jet aircraft. 

The first line item is for a single crosswind runway at the estimated 
cost of $1,729,000, a reduction of $131,000 in the estimate. Experi- 
ence has demonstrated that satisfactory flight safety cannot be main- 
tained if basic students are required to land or take off aircraft with 
crosswinds in excess of seven knots at 90°. The construction will pro- 
vide a runway with connecting taxiway, holding area, airfield mark- 
ing, lighting, and drainage. The first 1,000 feet of the centroid and 
of the runway and taxiway will be portland cement concrete while the 
remaining paving will be asphaltic concrete. 

The second line item is for a cold storage buiiding for $50,000. This 
building will permit receipt of foodstuffs in carload and truckload 
lots for feeding the 1,280 cadets and enlisted men who will use the 
messhall, thus permitting economical central procurement. The con- 
struction will provide a masonry building with refrigeration equip- 
ment. Storage facilities for meats, dairy products, fruits, and vege- 
tables will be included. 

The third item is for an administration building at an estimated 
cost. of $383,000. This building is required to provide office accom- 
modations for the 87 command and administrative staff personnel. 
The construction will provide a 2-story building together with util- 
ities, roads, walks, parking, and communications equipment. 

The other seven line items are for developing outlying field Bravo. 
To maintain planned student flow, approximately 1,000 practice land- 
ings per flyable day are required. Since NAAS Meridian runways are 
required primarily to launch and recover training flights, two outlying 
fields are needed to provide the necessary practice landing capacity. 
Outlying field Bravo will be used primarily for field carrier landing 
practice. 

The fourth line item is to provide a runway 6,500 feet long at an 
estimated cost of $1,163,000, an increase of $31,000 over the figure in 
the book. One thousand feet of each end will be of portland cement 
concrete to withstand fuel spillage and jet blast effects; the middle 
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section will be asphaltic concrete. Drainage and runway markings are 
included in the construction. 

The fifth line item is to provide taxiways at an estimated cost of 
$770,000, a reduction of $27,000 from the figure in the book. After 
each flight has made several field carrier landing practice—or FCLP- 
landings, all aircraft land and taxi to the parking apron so that the 
next flight may man the aircraft for its field carrier landing practice. 
Construction includes the taxiway and necessary marking and drain- 
age structures. 

The sixth line item is for aircraft parking apron at an estimated 
cost of $91,000, a $2,000 reduction from the previous estimate. Each 
field carrier landing practice flight consists of 12 aircraft which must 
be parked during the change of student pilots. The construction will 
provide the needed aircraft parking apron with drainage facilities. 

The seventh line item will provide for the installation of an optical 
landing system at each runway end. The estimated cost is $68,000, 
which is $82,000 less than the amount shown in the program book. 
This item is similar to others approved by this committee in previous 
years for a number of our air stations. Since all angle deck aircraft 
carriers are being equipped with optical landing systems, this approach 
system must be utilized in field carrier landing practice. The con- 
struction will include necessary power, communication and control sys- 
tems. 

The eighth line item is for an operations building at an estimated 
cost of $58,000. This building will provide space for two classrooms, 
office for three instructors, storage rooms, a small control tower, com- 
munication room and a small galley. The item includes a radio 
tower and telephone lines. 

The ninth line item includes the utilities necessary to make usable 
all of the other line items at outlying field Bravo at an estimated cost 
of $158,000, an increase of $11,000 over the earlier estimate. This will 
provide an electric distribution line and a transformer; a septic tank 
with a drain field and sanitary sewer; a shallow water well with 
storage tank and distribution line: security fencing; and roads, walks 
and parking area. 

The tenth and final line item is for the acquisition of land, flight 
clearance easements, and relocation of existing utilities at an estimated 
cost of $677,000. This is $229,000 less than the book amount. It will 
be necessary to purchase 1,860 acres of land in fee to accommodate the 
facilities of OLF Bravo. Easements over 2,080 acres of land are re- 
quired within the approach zones to provide standard clearances for 
takeoffs and landings of the aircraft. Roads, powerlines, and tele- 
phone lines now crossing the site must be relocated outside of the field 
boundaries. 

The Cuamman. Now give the committee briefly when did we estab- 
lish it? Thisthing is growing pretty rapidly. 

Now this was established—when was it established ? 

Mr. Smart. 1958 was the decision. 

Admiral Reynoxps. It won’t be occupied until 1961. 

Mr. Ketxiener. This is about the third program for it, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Captain Cuew. It is not yet established, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. When did we first authorize it ? 
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Mr. Ketiener. 1956 or 1957. 

The CuarrmaNn., I don’t see that in here. 

Mr. Kettener. But it hasn’t been commissioned yet, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I understand it. 

Captain Cuew. 1957 was the first authorization. 

‘The CuatrmMan. The plans called for a $56 million installation. 
It isa large installation down there. 

Now what is carried on down there at Meridian, Miss. What is a 
naval air training station ? 

Captain Cuew. This is a training station for jets, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many more training stations similar to this 
have you? 

Is this the only one for the Navy ? 

Mr. Duruam. No; you combined 

Captain Curew. Whiting Field is similar to it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where is Whiting Field ? 

Captain Cuew. It isa part of the Pensacola complex. 

The CHamman. I see. Then we have two naval air training sta- 
tions, is that it? 

Mr. Hess. For jets. 

Captain Curew. We have a station at Meridian which will be com- 
missioned in 1961 and at present, Whiting Field; yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Then we have only one now. And 
that is where the jet training takes place? 

Captain Curw. Yes, sir; both will be for jets. 

Mr. Durnuam. Mr. Chairman, as I recall this was standard all 
around over the country and you made decision to set up these two 
places for that purpose, isn’t that correct? You were doing this 
training before 1957 at some places throughout the country. I think 
you were. 

Admiral Reynoxps. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Admiral Reynotps. This is basic and primary. 

Mr. Ketiener. That was primary training, I think you are refer- 
ring to, primary flight training at the contract fields. 

Mr. Duruam. Yes; they had one in my State. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; that is primary training. This is more 
advanced than that. 

Mr. Duruam. We were contracting with private people to do that. 

The Cuarrman. That was primary training. This is advanced jet 
training; is that correct? 

Captain Cuew. This is basic 

The Cuamrman. Wherever these planes come from—do they come 
from carriers or do they come from bases out in the mainland ? 

Captain Cuew. No; these are not carrier airplanes. These are 
training planes based at the field when it is commissioned, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now are these aviation cadets that go there? 

Captain Curew. Some aviation cadets. 

The Crarrman. Or any personnel that is assigned to naval aviation ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They have taken other training at certain places; 
is that correct ? 

Captain Curw. They have taken basic training. 
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The Cuarrman. Basic training? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the next step is this training, is that correct? 
Captain Cuew. I would like to correct that answer. They have 
taken primary training, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Then after they have had primary 
training, then they are taking the jet training? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. At this base? 

Captain Cnew. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. Is that correct? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What was the main underlying reason to establish 
it at Meridian? Why did Meridian stand out over and above any 
other area of the country, or the similar one over in Pensacola? I just 
wanted to know how you determined in locating these? 

Captain Curw. I would like to have Admiral Reynolds tell us. 

The Cnarrman. Admiral, can you tell us? 

Admiral Rreynoxps. The reason for locating it in this area was that 
the training for naval aviation has been between Pensacola and the 
Corpus Christi areas. The basic training area was in the Pensacola 
area. 

The location of Meridian was determined by getting airspace which 
would conflict the least amount with the other installatioris and the 
Commission. 

The Cratrman. Yes. 

But my recollection was that the dominant factor in locating it at 
Meridian was due to the fact that there is no conflicting airways 
involved. 

Mr. Hess. There will be. 

Admiral Reynotps. No, sir. You can get a clear area to the north- 
west out of that area. 

The Cuxarrman. All right. Now this will ultimately cost 
$56,527,000, is that correct ? 

Captain Cuew. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarman. When do you propose to finish it ? 

Admiral Reynotps. September of 1961. 

Captain Cuew. September 1961. 

The Cuatrman. Then next year will be your last authorization, is 
that correct ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the committee can understand that Meridian 
will fade out of the picture as far as public works is concerned at the 
end of next year? 

Captain 7, Peel Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you will not be back here asking for any more 
money for construction of it? 

Captain Cuew. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Then you will turn to the maintenance of it. And 
being a right new base, you won’t have to have much money for 
maintenance for 10 or 15 years. 

Captain Cuew. That is generally true, sir. [Laughter.] [Chorus 
of “Mr. Chairman”. ] 
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Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Durham, go ahead. 

Mr. Durnam. I just wanted to ask one question at this point. Of 
course, this is basic training. And you did have 11 stations, I think, 
under private contract, for your primary training. Are you still con- 
tinuing them at the present time or have you done away with all 
of them ? 

Admiral Rrynotps. No, sir, Mr. Durham, we do not have the pri- 
vate contract. I believe that 1s the Air Force that you are referring 
to. Our training for this work has been done at the naval stations 
surrounding Pensacola and Corpus Christi. 

Mr. Durnam. You have never had any private contracts for your 
primary training, then? 

Admiral Rrynoxps. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Wilson—— 

Admiral Rrynotps. During the war there were a few, but never 
in peacetime. 

Mr. Duruam. Yes, I know you had them during the war. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to find out about the 
acreage involved and I would like to know if you are buying land 
around as a buffer zone to prevent encroaching by commercial 
interests ? 

The Cuatrman. According to the book they haven’t any land. 

Mr. Wuson. They are putting runways down there. We better 
have the land first. 

Captain Cuew. I can give you the figure: 4,300 acres, roughly. 

Mr. Wison. Is that sufficient to provide a buffer zone ? 

Captain Curw. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wirson. So we don’t have to pay a lot more for the land later 
that increases in value. 

Captain Curew. Yes, sir. In regard to the land, as you will notice 
in this increment, this is the OLF—the outlying field—Bravo, which 
is purely a designation. 

There is also required another outlying field. It is now under study 
whether an existing facility at Demopolis, Miss., can be used for the 
other outlying field. 

The CuarrMan. The Government owns that property at this last 
place? What did you say the name of the place was? 

Chaptain Curew. Demopolis. 

The Cuamman. Demopolis. 

Captain Cuew. Demopolis, Miss., which was an ex-Air Force in- 
stallation. 

The Cuairman. How large an acreage is that ? 

Captain Ciunw. Approximately 800 or 900, I believe, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then following the policy of the Department why 
wouldn't it be a wise thing to utilize that ? 

Captain Curw. It would be a wise thing to utilize that, rather than 
go ahead with the other outlying field. 

The Cuatrman,. All right. 

I think we should develop that and try to help you a little. 1 think 
the committee would prefer to see you use that facility, than to go 
out and buy a new one, if you can save money. 
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Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. How far away is it, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Conenan. Mr. Chairman. Captain Chew, it just occurs that 
there are some assumptions made 

The Cuatrman. I can’t hear you, Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Cone.an. There are some assumptions made on the part of 
the military, not limited to the Navy, that we understand all this 
OLF and XYZ. 

Captain Cuew. I apologize, sir. 

Mr. Conenan. I am a fledgling and I don’t know anything about 
this and I wish you and everybody else that comes up here for the 
benefit of the freshman civilians would spell this out. Because | 
would like to learn what this is all about. 

Captain Cuew. My apology, sir. 

Mr. Coneian. Thank you. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t quite get the answer to Mr. 
Wilson’s question as to how many acres you have now at Meridian. 

Captain Curew. The main base, Mr. Lankferd, is approximately 
4,300 acres. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. 4,300? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. What is this 1,860? Is that the outlying field acqui- 
sition of land? What is that for? 

Captain Cuew. Would you repeat that, again, sir? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. The 1,860 acres that you are asking authorization 
for in this item? 

Captain Cuew. This is the outlying field Bravo. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Then this is a new field ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The outlying fields are used for the carrier practice landings. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes. 

Captain Curw. And this is the land for the outlying field, and as 
I said, we would require normally two outlying fields, but the second 
one we hope to use is Demopolis. 

The Cuatrman. I think we have all the facts necessary on this. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Thank you. 

The Cuarman. So we will go to the next item in the bill, which is 
“Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., community facilities, $462,000.” 

The Department is reducing that to $400,000. We all know about 
that. Where is that? That is page—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 12. 

The Cuatrman. Page 12. 

Captain Cuew. The second project in this group is at the Naval Air 
Station, Pensacola, Fla., in the amount of $400,000. This station is 
the center of naval air training and has a total installation population 
of 4,724 military personnel and dependents. Of this number, 582 are 
naval cadets and aviation officer candidates who are mequired to attend 
church. The existing religious facilities consist of a 144-seat chapel 
and, being too small to accommodate the population, additional services 
are now held in the station theater. This project proposes the con- 
struction of a chapel with seating capacity of 800, including a small 
morning chapel, utilities and general site improvement. An average 
daily attendance of 2,000 has been noted during the past 3 years in 
spite of the unsuitable and inadequate facilities. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection. Next is the “Naval Auxiliary 
Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla., operational and training facilities 
and real estate, $2,811,000.” The facts are set forth on page—— 

_ Mr. Keriener. Thirteen. 

The Cuarrman. Fifteen 

Mr. Ketiener. Thirteen. 

The CuHatrMan. That gives all the information about it. It is ulti- 
mately to cost $33,096,000. We are about halfway through with it. 
We spent $16,347,000. We have 3,118 acres of land. The land cost 
$45,000. We spent $16 million in improvements. 

Captain Cuew. The third and last project in this group is at the 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla. It consists of five 
line items for $2 811,000. The Navy plans to introduce the T-2J jet 
trainer into the basic tr aining command training syllabus during fiscal 
year 1960. Due to the high performance characteristics of the T-23 
and its increased air space requirements, this is the only Pensacola 
satellite station outside the severely congested main base area which 
has runway of sufficient length to accommodate the T-2J. 

The first line item is for “Runway pavement alterations” at an esti- 
mated cost of $1,252,000. The existing northwest-southeast runway is 
of adequate length, but is entir ely of asphaltic construction which will 
not withstand the damaging effects of fuel spillage and jet blast. This 
item provides for alteration from asphalt to portland cement concrete 
of 1,000 feet at each end of the runway and the first 500 feet of the 
parallel taxiway ; construction of an asphalt wearing surface over the 
middle 4,000 feet of the runway ; construction of jet blast pavement at 
runway ends and adjacent taxiways; construction of end zones, crash 
strips, taxiway lighting and drainage. The scope also includes fenc- 
ing of the new property line and relocation of several facilities which 
would be eliminated by the crash strip construction. 

The second line item will provide an aircraft parking apron at an 
estimated cost of $913,000. The 90 T-2J jet trainers assigned to the 
station, will require portland cement concrete parking aprons due to 
the effect of jet blast and fuel spillage. This item will provide the 
necessary parking apron and access taxiway, and include the drainage 
system and lighting. 

The third line item is for “Fuel facilities” at an estimated cost of 
$468,000. Operation of the T-2J jet aircraft will require much 
greater fuel storage capacity than that now existing. To provide a 
10- day storage requirement, an additional 1,059 ,000- gallon capacity 
is necessary. This can be provided by constructing two 13,500- eae 

tanks with necessary pumps, distribution lines, and accessories. The 
scope also includes a truck fill stand, service roads, utilities and instal- 
lation of control equipment. 

The fourth line item is a “Liquid oxygen transfer building” at an 
estimated cost of $49,000. Modern naval aircraft are equipped with 
pilot and crew breathing systems which require liquid oxygen; in 
addition, other aircraft are being converted to use liquid oxygen. 
The system is capable of supplying gaseous oxygen to aircraft using 
it in that form. Facilities to replenish the liquid oxygen supply of 
the T-2J jet aircraft are essential. The liquid oxygen will be de- 
livered by commercial suppliers and transferred from storage tank to 
trailers which will service the aircraft. Since gaseous oxygen is re- 
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quired by some aircraft, this facility will be capable of converting 
the liquid oxygen to high pressure gaseous oxygen. The scope will in- 
clude a small building, a ready issue storage tank platform, utilities, 
roads, and walks. 

The final line item is for “Acquisition of land” in the amount of 
$129,000. Acquisition in fee of 240 acres and purchase of an easement 
over 392 acres of land are required to correct existing deficiencies in 
flight clearances, and zones and crash strips of the runways existing 
at this station. 

The Cyaan. Now this additional appropriation for $2 million 
for operational runway pavement, aircraft parking aprons, aircraft 
fuel facilities, liquid oxygen training buildings, family housing Cape- 
hart, and acquisition of land, 248. 

That gives all the information. Without objection that item is 
approved. 

Mr. Bares. [Aside.] 

Mr, Lanxrorp. I would like to know what the purpose of this land 
acquisition is, sir. 

The CuatrMan. It is to be used in connection with this activity. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir; I realize that, but for what purpose? 

The Cuairman. Asa field. 

Is this land for the construction of Capehart houses or is it a land- 
ing field to put runways on it ? 

Captain Cuew. Admiral Reynolds will answer that. 

The Cuatrrman. Admiral, what is this land for? 

Admiral Rreynotps. The additional land is to provide end zone 
clearances for the runways. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Krren1n. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question right here? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrcutn. On the inventory on improvements, is that depreci- 
ated cost or is that the initial cost of the improvements concerned ? 

Admiral Reynotps. Initial cost, sir. 

Mr. Kircutn. Regardless of the age of the base it would still be 
initial cost and not depreciated cost ? 

Admiral Reynotps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now the next item in the bill is the Fleet support 
air stations. 

Briefly, Admiral, tell the committee what a fleet support air station 
is. Admiral, tell the committee briefly what is a fleet support air 
station. 

Admiral Reynotps. A fleet support air station is where the fleet 
aircraft which are assigned for fleet operations operate before they 
go aboard the carriers and after they come off the carriers. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, Mr. Cohelan and the distinguished 
gentlemen on the front row can visualize it this way. Here is a big 
airplane carrier out in the ocean who fly these planes to land. So this 
base is used for that purpose, is that correct ? 

Admiral Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Now, Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. 

Mr. Ketieser. Page 15, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CHarrman. Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $26,897,000. 

Captain Curw. The second group in aviation facilities is fleet sup- 
port air stations. It consists of 23 line items at 3 stations at a total 
estimated cost of $27,538,000. These stations are chiefly required to 
support the Navy’s carrier strike power. 

The first project in this group is for the continued development. of 
the new Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. It consists of 21 line 
items in the total amount. of $26,897,000. Authorization was granted 
in three previous increments in the total amount of $53,447,000. When 
completed, this station will carry on the master jet field functions now 
assigned to the station at Moffett Field. The mission of the master jet 
field will be to maintain and operate facilities and provide services and 
material to support aviation activities of units of the operating forces 
and other assigned activities, and units. 

Item No. 1 is for the third increment of aircraft parking apron for 
$2,400,000. This increment will add 182,000 square yards of paving 
to the 253,400 square yards previously authorized. 

The second item will provide underground storage tanks for 27,000 
barrels of jet aircraft fuel for $159,000. It is the third increment of 
aircraft fuel storage. Storage capacity for 64,000 barrels has been 
authorized in previous increments. 

The third item is for a “Radar Air Traftic Control Center” for 
$981,000. This is similar to a number of other line items that have 
been approved for various stations by this committee in previous years. 
Large numbers of first-line jet aircraft will operate from this field 
and other high-speed military and commercial air traffic will be en- 
countered in this general area. Because of the large number and fast 
closing rate of modern aircraft it is essential that the proposed Radar 
Air Traffic Control Center be constructed at this station. It will pro- 
vide surveillance and permit control of air traffic within a radius of 
about 150 miles, keeping aircraft clear of each other and directing them 
into desired approach patterns. Construction will include a medium 
‘ange radar building and a short range radar building each with a 
standby generator; a radar antenna tower, and associated air condi- 
tioning, communication lines, and supporting utilities. 

The next item is to provide navigation aids at an estimated cost of 
$59,000. These electronic devices have a dual purpose. They are 
required for familiarization and practice in clear weather and are 
mandatory for safe operations under instrument flight conditions. 
They are also required in order that the great number of high-speed 
aircraft in the crowded air space in the area may be navigated safely 
and effectively by providing the electronic aids for the aircraft to enter, 
fly in, and leave the modern instrument-controlled complexes. The 
equipment permits the airborne pilot to locate the station and remain 
in a certain limited area while awaiting final approach clearance for a 
landing under all weather conditions. This line item provides for a 
small building for the homer equipment and a standby generator 
building to be located on-station. The standby generator, communi- 
Paes lines, and supporting features will be provided to complete the 

acility. 
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The fifth line item for this station will provide two training build- 
ings at an estimated cost of $991,000. The larger of the two buildings 
will be located in the administrative area of the station, and provide 
classroom, and training facilities of the nonoperational type. The 
smaller building will be located in the flight operations area, 6 miles 
away, and includes flight trainer and equipment rooms and a protec- 
tive canopy for trailer units. The initial studies for this line item 
proposed a single, large training building in the administration area. 
It was readily apparent that, due to the distance involved, the location 
was impractical for flight and operations training facilities. Reloca- 
tion of the building to the operational area was then considered at 
which time it became apparent that the usefulness of the project. would 
be greatly diminished a the jet noises. The present proposal repre- 
sents a workable compromise which has resulted from these studies. 

The sixth line item is for the first increment of construction of a 
maintenance hangar at an estimated cost of $1,379,000. The hangar 
will be used by Fleet Air Service squadron personnel servicing the 
carrier air group aircraft assigned to the station. It will provide 
hangar, shop, and office space and the construction will be based on 
the Navy’s new modular design. Included are the adjacent aircraft 
parking apron, an aircraft washrack and the necessary supporting 
features. This hangar will provide half of the total requirement. 

The next line item will provide three squadron hangars at an esti- 
mated cost of $7,789,000. The three hangars will include hangar, 
shop, and office space for three carrier air groups and one self-support- 
ing squadron. ‘The line item includes paved maintenance apron, air- 
craft washrack, and the necessary utilities and supporting features to 
provide a usable facility. 

The eighth line item is for a jet engine maintenance shop for 
$1,316,000. This item is similar to the shops previously authorized for 
each of the master jet fields on the east coast, Cecil Field, Fla., and 
Oceana, Va. The Navy’s experience dictates the performance of 30- 
and 60-hour maintenance checks and overhaul of the engines used 
in our jet aircraft. The maintenance involves a complete check of the 
engine and the electrical and hydraulic systems of the aircraft, and 
any necessary minor repairs. This requires a production-line tech- 
nique to meet the planned workload at this station of 15 engines per 
day or 288 per month. <A separate facility will be provided, designed 
specifically for the promotion of maximum efliciency in handling, 
overhauling, maintaining, storing, and issuing jet engines. This will 
enable us to eliminate the transportation of engines for the 30- and 
60-hour checks to an overhaul activity, thereby permitting a reduction 
in the number of new replacement engines which would otherwise 
have to be in the supply system. The main building will be equipped 
with a bridge transfer crane and certain areas will be air conditioned 
for dust control. 

The ninth line item is for turbojet engine test facilities estimated to 
cost $923,000. It will provide three separate test cells, each composed 
of test cell and control room, and a one-story engine preparation shop. 
Engines which have been repaired require checking and testing prior 
to installation in the airframe. Turbojet engine test facilities are 
required at every activity to which jet aircraft are assigned, with 1 
cell for about each 50 aircraft being standard. The tests conducted 





a a 


> mide DB tt ena oe 


1043 


on each engine run the gamut from leak checks and thrust vibration, 

through main to emergency fuel system changeover. Sound attenua- 

tion is required to safeguard operating personnel against physiologi- 

cal and nuisance effects of engine operation. These three cells will 
rovide half of the estimated requirements. 

The tenth line item is a parachute shop at an estimated cost of 
$188,000. This shop is required for the rigging, airing, inspecting, 
packing, and storing of parachutes; and for the inspection, mainte- 
nance, and storage of survival gear. Normally, 3 percent of the total 
assigned parachutes will be processed each working day, and all para- 
chutes must be repacked once every 60 calendar days. Also, life- 
jackets and liferafts must be periodically cleaned, inspected, and re- 
paired. Humidity and temperature control are necessary for the 
packing of parachutes and air-conditioning will therefore be pro- 
vided. The shop includes a 55-foot-high drying tower. 

The eleventh item is for public works shops at the estimated cost of 
$300,000. The building will contain joiner, paint, pipe, sheet metal, 
carpenter, electrical, and other shops and offices for station mainte- 
nance and personnel. The total estimated cost of this master jet sta- 
tion is in excess of $90 million. The structures and utilities of this 
large plant will require day-to-day maintenance from the date the 
first completed building is accepted. 'To do this essential job effi- 
ciently and economically, shops and office space will be needed by the 
public works department. This item provides for construction of 
about one-half of the estimated requirement for office space, and about 
one-third of the estimated shop space requirement. 

Item No. 12 is an aviation parts warehouse to cost $1,257,000. To 
operate an air station of the type and size of this master jet base re- 
quires the availability of various spare parts and flight gear. To meet 
this requirement, we propose to build a warehouse for storage of avi- 
ation and flight gear which will include office space, loading platform, 
and cold storage area for certain flight gear. 

Mr. Chairman, the next item is for a hospital and dental clinic at 
an estimated cost of $2,343,000. Since there is no military hospital 
within reasonable distance of the station, we have determined that a 
67-bed hospital and a dental clinic are required for the medical and 
dental care of personnel. This will include the inpatient and out- 
patient care of approximately 6,800 military personnel; outpatient 
care for dependents numbering approximately 3,800; and emergency 
civilian outpatient care. 

The next line item is for a labor and security building at an esti- 
mated cost. of $229,000. Industrial relations offices, security offices, 
and a gatehouse will be provided for processing prospective new em- 
ployees, contractors, and others who may have ligitimate reason for 
entering the station. 

The next line item, gentlemen, is for three 504-man barracks at an 
estimated cost of $3,171,000. Barracks were authorized last year to 
provide accommodations for 1,764 of the anticipated 4,157 men who 
will require berthing. When construction has been completed of the 
3 barracks in this item it will leave a deficit of only 881 spaces for 
future programing. 

_ The next item is also an essential accommodation for personnel. It 
is a “Branch messhall,” to be constructed in the operations area at an 
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estimated cost of $454,000. As in the case of the training buildings, 
which I have already discussed, the study of the provision of messing 
facilities was considered first as a single facility in the administrative 
area. Consideration of the distance of about 6 miles from the opera- 
tions area to the main messhall made it possible to compute the 
numbers of buses required, turn-around time, time in transit to and 
from the messhall and the man-hours lost per day for the large num- 
ber of base and air group personnel working in the operations area. 
As a result of this study, this item will eliminate the lost time and 
any requirement for a fleet of vehicles and the additional personnel 
necessary toman and maintain them. 

The next item is for a “Commissioned officers’ mess (closed )” to cost 
$183,000. This will provide messing facilities for the officers assigned 
to the station. This building, to ‘be located in the administrative 
area, will consist of galley and dining room having 169 seating 
capacity. 

The am four items for this master jet station, Mr. Chairman, in- 
clude a “Fire station, community buildings, utilities and services, 
roads, walks and parking.” 

The estimated cost of the structural fire station is $98,000. The 
building will have two stalls for mobile equipment. 

The second of this group of items is for “Community buildings” at 
a cost of $1,326,000. The item includes such necessary facilities as 
bank, cafeteria, post office, education center, theater, library, bowling 
alleys and Navy exchange shops and warehouse. This community 
center is a particularly well-designed project to be located con- 
veniently in the administrative area, sited to be equally accessible 
from the barracks, BOQ and main gate. 

The next item is for the third increment of “Utilities and services” 
at an estimated cost of $561,000. This will provide the balance of 
the utilities required to service buildings to be constructed under 
this increment of construction. It includes an electrical distribution 
system and a sewage treatment and disposal plant together with ex- 
tensions of underground services being constructed under the previous 
increments. Communication lines, boiler plant in the operations 
area, fire alarm system, and compressed air lines are typical utilities 
included in this item. 

The final item for the station is the third increment for “Construc- 
tion of station roads, walks, and parking,” at an estimated cost of 
$790,000. The first and second increments, authorized in previous 

ears, were for construction of primary roads for the station. This 
fae item will provide for construction of secondary paved roads, 
walks and parking area. 

The CuarrmMan. Now this is a very important station. 

Now you see on page 

Mr. Ketiener. Fifteen, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cyarmman. Fifteen. Now it is completely broken down. 
These carrier planes must fly in there. There is where repairs are 
and there is where recreational facilities are for the personnel. You 
must have them because you can’t live at sea all the time. The Navy 
is a seagoing organization, but they have to come back to land. And 
when they are up in the air, they have to come down. So it is neces- 
sary to have these bases. 
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Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now the next is the Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif. ‘“Opera- 
tional facilities, $305,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The final two projects in the fleet support air sta- 
tions group are for construction of medium range radar facilities 
at the Naval Air Station, Miramar, Calif., and the Naval Air Station, 
Oceana, Va. 

The first of these, at the Naval Air Station, Miramar, is estimated 
to cost $305,000. It is similar to a number of other line items which 
this committee approved in previous years for various other stations. 

Large numbers of jet aircraft operate from both of these stations. 
Also, other high speed military and increasing amounts of commer- 
cial air traffic are encountered in these general areas. Because of the 
large numbers of aircraft and their fast closing rate, it is essential 
that the most modern equipment be provided for their control. This 
equipment has been purchased and its installation in the proposed 
structures is being provided for separately. This item is for the 
construction of a small building, antenna tower and redome, standby 
electrical generator and the necessary utilities and supporting features. 

The CuarrMan. Without. objection, that. item is approved. 

Now the next is Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va. “Operational fa- 
cilities, $336,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The second of these projects, and the last of this 
group, is for the medium range radar facilities at the Naval Air 
Station, Oceana, Va., at a cost of $336,000. Similar features are in- 
cluded in this project as I discussed a moment ago for the Miramar 
facility. 

The Cuarrman. You will find all information about that on page 
what ? 

Mr. Keiteuer. Page 20, Mr. Chajrman. 

The CuarrMan. Page 20. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Conenan. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conrtan. Admiral, we have a naval air station out in my 
district, as you know, at Alameda. I am wondering—I see there is 
nothing listed here in reference to the station. Am I to assume that 
everything is in good shape out there by the fact that we haven’t 
made any provision for that particular station ? 

Admiral Reynotps. That particular station is a station which has 
been in operation a considerable amount of time. It is in good 
operating condition. That. is, it has most of the facilities that are 
required or a large part of them. And the highest priority is getting 
these other facilities established at the present moment. 

There will probably later be requirements 

Mr. Conetan. But this doesn’t necessarily mean that there aren’t 
some needs in that particular station ? 

Admiral Reynotps. That is correct. 

Mr. Conetan. Because—— 

Admiral Rrynotps. There are needs, but these priorities come 
above it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cohelan, you say there is no money in this 
bill for Alameda ? 

Mr. Coutzan. This is what I am determining. 
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The Cuatrman. I may inform you here is a bill involving $1 
million and not a penny in for my district. [Laughter.] 

In the whole thing. 

Mr. Conetan. That is not the point, Mr. Chairman. I want the 
record to show that the reason for my questioning on this point: 
It just so happens that Aladema is in Congressman Miller’s district. 
But I am terribly interested in it, for obvious reasons. But I happen 
~ know that there are some needs in the area and I am concerned about 
them 

You have given me quite an adequate answer, Admiral. I under- 
stand that it is a question of priorities. I understand that. 

Admiral Rreynotps. Thank you. 

The Carman. I suggest now—and this is very serious. I sug- 
gest that the members that find their needs in the interest of national 
defense in the district they represent make out a strong case and 
present it to the Navy Department. Because if you don’t get the 
clearance down there, even though Congress might think it should 
be done, we will never get any money and it will never be done. That 
is the reason I commented on that-yesterday. We are just wasting 
our time, in trying to write items in the bill and expect to get it 
funded, unless the Navy Department is behind it and the Depart- 
ment of Defense is behind it. Even though Congress does ultimately 
appropriate the money over the protest of the Department they will 
never use the money. So if-you want to do anything for Alameda, 
you better convince these Admirals and make out a good strong case. 
If you can and it is OK, then you have a good chance of getting 
it. But if they don’t go along with you, you are just wasting your 
time up here. 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman”.) 

The Cuatrman. Well, I want to hear from Mr. Stratton. 

Mr. Srratrron. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Admiral Reynolds what 
kind of radar facilities these are? Is this the navigational radar? 

Admiral Rreynotips. This is a medium range radar for traffic con- 
trol, primarily a second increment or a second channel. This is nec- 
essary where we have heavy traffic, such as in these areas, and to be 
certain that we control our aircraft and keep them away from any 
other aircraft that are going through the area. 

Mr. Srratron. In other words, it contributes to air safety ? 

Admiral Reynotps. This is air safety largely, both on the part of 
the civilian aircraft and our own. 

Mr. Stratton. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. All right. The next item is the Marine Corps Air 
Station— 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman”.) 

The Cu4trman. Mr. Byrne. 

Mr. Byrne. We have made a case for the Philadelphia Naval Base 
in housing for naval personnel. How much money is contained in 
this bill for Philadelphia? That is my first inquiry, sir. 

Mr. Bares. None. 

Admiral Reynotps. None, sir. 

Mr. Byrne. Why? 

The CxHatrmMan. Well, let’s don’t pin the Admiral down. He 
couldn’t get it cleared in the budget. He may be for it. But a great 
many places need something. 
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Mr. Byrne. Mr. Chairman, you had said to make a case. 

Captain Cuew. We have a minor item 

The CHamrman. Make the case down in the Department. There is 
no need to make the case here. 

Captain Cuew. We have a minor item at the Naval Air Materiel 
Center, sir, and it is a question, as Mr. Byrne knows, of priorities. 

The Cuamman. W: ell, let’s see how much goes to the State of Penn- 
sylvania, one of the great States of the Union. Let’s see how much 
goes there. And these things must be spent in accordance with the 
defense of the country. 

Now in Pennsylvania this bill carries $6,527,000. It carries $82 
million for California. Because California occupies, notwithstand- 
ing—what do you call it, smudge ? 

“Mr. Kenener. Smog. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. Conexan. Mr. Chairman, we have very little smog in northern 
California. 

The CuarrmMan. Well I see—— 

Mr. Wuson. Not so fast with his answers. 

The CuarrmAn. Now let’s get on with the bill. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Now the next item is the Marine Corps Auxiliary 
Air Station, Beaufort, S.C. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Witson. I have a question that is right on the point on this 


naval air station problem. Now you brought =p a question yester- 


day about these projects that had been approved and authorized by 
Congress, and you asked whether the Navy had appropriated money. 

I would like to ask Captain Chew if the money for the project at 
the naval air station at North Island, which was approved by Con- 
gress last year, has been funded? Just to get the point on the record. 

Captain Cuew. It has not yet been funded, Mr. Wilson. But we 
are attempting to fund it and will as soon as possible. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is a pretty good answer. 

Captain Cuew. It is in this year’s funding program. 

Mr. Wirson. It is in this year’s funding program. 

Captain Cuew. It is in this year’s program. 

The Cuamman. That means—off the record. This is absolutely 
off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the admiral a question ? 

The Cuamman. We have a heap of work. This is very important. 
The next is the Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, S.C. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, we now come to the Marine Corps 
air stations—the third group of aviation facilities in the program. 
There are 4 stations in this group with 11 line items at the total esti- 
mated cost of $6,255,000. These stations are required for training 
Marine Corps aviators in several aspects of Marine Corps operations, 
including the vertical envelopment concept of amphibious warfare, 
close support of Marine Corps ground forces, and augmentation of the 
Navy’s fleet operations. 
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The first project in this group is at the Marine Corps auxiliary air 
station, Beaufort, S.C., for a liquid-oxygen-transfer building at an 
estimated cost of $51,000. The mission of the station is similar to that 
of the master jet field, Lemoore, Calif., which I previously outlined. 
Its major task is to support Air Fleet Marine Force Atlantic units. 
In addition, it supports one Marine aircraft group (reinforced), 
and two Marine a'r control squadrons. The newer types of aircraft 
being assigned to the fleet are equipped with liquid-oxygen-conversion 
systems which supply breathing oxygen to the pilot and crew. Fa- 
cilities to replenish the supply are mandatory. Liquid oxygen will 
be delivered to the station storage tanks by commercial suppliers. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s see. We all know about Beaufort. 
This is a training station for the marines. Without objection, the 
$51,000 is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The Carman. The next is the—— 

Mr. Bares. We have this item in several locations. I wonder if 
you would explain the use of this liquid-oxygen transfer building ¢ 

Admiral Rreynotps. This is a building in which we receive bulk 
liquid oxygen and is there transferred into carts and into the contain- 
ers for delivery and installation in the aircraft. 

We have to handle this liquid oxygen with considerable care. It 
has to be handled in absolutely clean conditions. It should be kept 
from the direct rays of the sun or the heat, because it evaporates very 
rapidly. So these buildings are for the receiving and transferring 
of that liquid oxygen for use in the aircraft. It is breathing oxygen. 

Mr. Bares. This is breathing oxygen ? 

Admiral Reynotps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. I thought it was LOX. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Beaufort is approved. 

The next one is E] Toro. 

Captain Cuew. The second project is at the Marine Corps Air Sta- 
tion, El Toro, Calif., also for liquid-oxygen-transfer building at the 
estimated cost of $48,000. The mission of this station is similar to 
that of the Beaufort Station. Its major tasks are to support Air 
Fleet Marine Force Pacific units; to serve as primary aviation supply 
point ; to provide supply, fiscal, administrative and maintenance func- 
tions for assigned satellite fields; and to provide depot maintenance 
for motor-transport vehicles. The requirement for this liquid- 
oxygen-transfer building is the same as that at Marine Corps Auxili- 
ary Air Station, Beaufort, S.C., that I last mentioned and similar 
facilities will be provided. 

wou CHarrMAN. The same thing. Without objection, that is ap- 
proved. 

Marine Corps Air Facilities, Santa Ana, Calif.: Troop housing, 
$9,916,000. 

Captain Cuew. The third project is at the Marine Corps air facil- 
ity, Santa Ana, Calif., for barracks at an estimated cost of $2,216,000. 
The mission of this facility is similar to that of Beaufort and El Toro, 
except that the emphasis at Santa Ana is on helicopter support instead 
of fixed wing aircraft. Its major task is to support Air Fleet Marine 
Force Pacific units. It also supports one Marine helicopter trans- 
port group (reinforced) ; one Marine air control squadron; and two 
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Navy helicopter squadrons. Based on the need to provide accom- 
modations for approximately 70 percent of the enlisted men on board, 
we have a requirement for 1,781 barracks spaces. Against this need 
the facility has only 300 adequate spaces in permanent barracks, plus 
484 spaces in deplorably substandard buildings which should be re- 
placed as soon as possible. The lack of any barracks for the remainder 
of nearly 1,000 men results in considerable hardship for them, since 
they are forced to live in the relatively high-cost surrounding com- 
munity. This will provide for 1,008 bunking spaces. 

The CuarrMan, ‘That is on page—— 

Mr. KeLiener. 23. 

The CuatrrMan. Page23. That is for barracks. 

Now, are those barracks being built according to the standards and 
the criteria we set up as to space and the cost and everything? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes, sir. 

Captain Curw. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next is Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma, Ariz. : 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and troop 
housing, $3,940,000. 

Captain Curw. The fourth and final project in this group is at the 
Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma, Ariz., for eight line items 
at a cost of $3,940,000. The mission of this station is similar to that 
of the other Marine Corps air stations mentioned previously, and its 
major task is to support Air Fleet Marine Force Pacific units. It 
supports one Marine aircraft group (reinforced); one rotational 
Marine aircraft squadron; and one Air Force aircraft control and 
warning squadron. 

The first line item in this project is for replacement of taxiway and 
uccess apron at the estimated cost of $1,571,000. The existing thin 
concrete pavement, constructed in 1943, has been subjected to such 
overloading that it has deteriorated to the point of being nearly un- 
usable. This item includes replacement of the wornout pavement 
with new pavement of suflicient strength to withstand the expected 
loading. 'Taxiway lighting is also included in the scope. 

The second line item is for liquid oxygen transfer building at the 
estimated cost of $49,000. This facility is the same as the two projects 
previously mentioned in this group of Marine Corps air stations. 

The third line item is for a tactical air navigation facility at a cost 
of $89,000. The TACAN, as it is called, has been selected as the new 
navigation aid to be used by all military aircraft. We plan to in- 
stall TACAN equipment as the primary navigation aid on all fleet 
aircraft not now so equipped. Its use will enable the airborne pilot 
to obtain a “fix” on his location by providing him automatically with 
information on the approximate distance and direction from his air- 
craft to a known station having the counterpart TACAN equipment. 
Without this facility flight operations under other than visual flight 
rules will be extremely difficult. The scope of this project includes 
the utilities, hardstand, and communication facilities necessary to 
permit use of trailer-mounted electronic equipment provided by the 
Bureau of Aeronautics. A number of these TACAN facilities have 
been authorized for our stations in the past 2 years. 

The fourth line item is for an optical landing system at the esti- 
mated cost of $109,000. Installation of optical landing systems in 
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aircraft carriers have greatly reduced the landing accident rate, and 
similar benefits are anticipated for shore installations. This will also 
provide field carrier landing practice every time a pilot lands. This 
item will provide installation of two units, one at each end of main 
runway. Each installation will include concrete pads, communica- 
tion, and utilities. The mirror assemblies and accessories will be 
provided by the Bureau of Aeronautics. The committee has also 
approved a number of these facilities for various naval air stations 
in the past several years. 

The fifth line item is for a special weapons target facility at a cost 
of $112,000. This is an instrumented loft bombing range to train 
Marine and Navy pilots in the techniques of special weapons delivery. 
No range of this type exists at Yuma. The land area chosen for thie 
target is a part of the Defense Department-owned restricted area 
R-309, and no land acquisition will be required. This site was selected 
for its level topography, proximity to the station, and for minimum 
interference with civilian activities. One tracker building, one gen- 
erator building, target circle, bombing run flight line markers, and 
necessary communication, instrumentation, and utilities are to be 
provided. 

The sixth line item is for hangars at a cost of $910,000. For satis- 
factory maintenance, adequate space and facilities are required but 
are not now existing at Yuma for support of the 112 aircraft to be 
assigned. Less than 60 percent of the hangar space required is now 
available at the station. The completion of the two hangars in this 
line item will reduce the hangar space deficit by 50 percent. Access 
apron and washracks are required as well as the necessary utilities to 
make the hangars usable. 

The seventh line item is for a turbojet engine test facility at an 
estimated cost of $330,000. This facility is required for checking and 
testing jet engines after repair and prior to installation in the air- 
frame. It is similar to the facility I described previously for the 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore. Although 2 of these facilities will be 
required eventually at this station—1 for each 50 aircraft—only 1 
facility is proposed in this program because of the time phasing of the 
station’s activity. 

The eighth line item is for a messhall at an estimated cost of 
$770,000. The existing 1,000-man messhall requires 214 hours to feed 
the enlisted complement and cannot meet sanitary standards due to its 
antiquated layout and its deteriorated condition. This item is for con- 
struction of a 2,000-man messhall, including galley, food preparation 
area, and dining area with 549 seats. 

The Cuatrman. Now that is for replacement of taxiway and ac- 
cess apron, liquid oxygen transfer building, tactical air navigationa! 
facilities, and so forth. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next item in the bill is “Special purpose air stations.” 

Now tell the committee what is a special-purpose air station. 

Captain Cuew. The last of the four groups of continental aviation 
facilities in the program is special-purpose air stations. Functions 
performed by these stations are peculiar to each of the individual sta- 
tions in the group. There are five stations in this year’s program for 
a total amount of $33,356,000. 

Admiral Reynotps. These stations are the research and develop- 
ment stations for naval aviation at Towers Field and the moving of 
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the Anacostia base from its present location next to the National Air- 
port over to Andrews. 

The Cuarrman. Then the main activity of a special purpose air sta- 
tion is research and development ? 

Admiral Reynotps. Research and development station; yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. Research and development of what? 

Admiral Rrynotps., Of the aircraft and of the related equipment 
that goes with the aircraft. 

The Cuamman. And for that we have—we have four stations for 
that ? 

. Admiral Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 

Then there is the missile stations. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now let’s don’t talk about the missiles. 

Now let’s see what those are. They are on page what ? 

Mr. Ketiener. 26, sir. 

The CuHArrman. All right. The first one is “Naval air facility, 
Towers Field, Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Md.: Opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, and troop housing, $1,151,000. 

Captain CHew. In recent years, the Congress has authorized 
$16,559,000 for development of the naval air facility, John H. Tow- 
ers Field, at the Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Md. The 
mission of this new faculty will be to support proficiency flying of 
active duty naval aviators in the area, the Naval-Marine Air Reserve 
program; and other designated operations and activities. Jet flying 
by naval aviators is now being conducted at this facility. The project 
consists of four line items at a cost of $1,051,000. 

The first of these items is for construction of jet engine runup test 
pads at a cost of $274,000. It will consist of jet blast resistant pav- 
ing, divided into two bays, with armorplate steel deflectors on the 
sides of each of the bays, and steel deflectors at the back of each bay. 
Also included are the access taxiway, tiedown pads in the pavement, 
taxiway and test pad lighting, power and site improvement. This 
facility is necessary to provide for the high-power operation of jet 
engines on the ground for tests and adjustment. The facility must 
be located away from personnel areas because of the noise. The air- 
craft must be securely tied down during these tests since the wheei 
brakes and chocks are no longer capable of preventing movement of 
the aircraft under high-power conditions. 

The second item is for a transportation shop at an estimated cost 
of $189,000. We figure that Navy operations at Towers Field will 
require about 223 units of automotive, construction, maintenance, and 
materials handling equipment. Space in this building will be re- 
o— for the tire shop, battery shop, motor and machine shop, body 
shop, service stalls, paint shop, parts supply and stores. 

Item No. 3 is for a parachute shop with functions similar to those 
I discussed for Naval Air Station, Lemoore. The item will cost 
$114,000 and is required for the rigging. airing, inspecting, packing, 
and storing of parachutes; and for the inspection, maintenance, and 
storage of survival gear. Existing Air Force facilities are used to 
full capacity and cannot accommodate the Navy’s added workload. 

The fourth item is for a messhall at a cost of $474,000. The need 
for this item has been the subject of study and planning conferences 
during the past year. The line item we are now proposing has been 
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developed as a result of these considerations. It will have capacity of 
1,000 men. 

The Cuarrman. That is over here. We know where that is. 

The next one is “Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, N.J., utilities, 
$726,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is for electric sub- 
station and distribution improvements at the Naval Air Station, Lake- 
hurst, N.J., at a cost of $726,000. This station has the assigned tasks 
of supporting the airship research, test, and development program, 
aircraft overhaul and repair program, provides services for transient 
aircraft, maintains an airship storage pool, and performs a number 
of other related functions. The expansion of the station and increas- 
ing demands for power aggravated by the increasing age of equip- 
ment, some of it 27 years old, make it necessary to modernize the elec- 
trical system. These improvements must be made before already 
hazardous conditions become worse. This project is for the construc- 
tion of a new substation, modification of an existing substation, con- 
struction of outdoor transformer pads, switch gear, fencing and man- 
holes, and the construction and procurement of additional 600 kilowatt 
emergency diesel power supply. 

The Cuamman. The next is Naval Air Station, Patuxent River, 
Md.: Operational facilities, and research, development, and test facili- 
ties, $1,196,000. 

Captain Curw. The next project is at the Naval Air Station, Pa- 
tuxent River, Md., for $1,196,000. 

This station performs a number of functions, one of the important 
being support of the air test center. This project is needed for that 
purpose. 

The first of the two line items in the project is for seaplane fueling 
stations at a cost of $146,000. 

It will permit the refueling of the P6M Seamaster seaplane with 
jet fuel while the aircraft is at rest in the water. The fueling stations 
will be located in the Patuxent River, offshore from the flight test sea- 
plane basin. This location was selected to minimize the length and 
the cost of fuel lines from existing tankage to water of adequate 
depth. The fueling stations will be required during the tests and 
evaluation programs for these jet seaplanes and as an alternate fuel- 
ing point after naval seaplane facility at Harvey Point is commis- 
missioned. The item includes anchorage for the fueling buoys which 
are already available, electrical power, controls and _ installation. 
Eight-tenths of a mile of fuel line of various sizes is included in this 
item. 

The second line item is an arresting gear test facility at a cost of 
$1,050,000. One of the primary missions of the naval air test center 
is to conduct shorebased tests of all carrier aircraft. This item will 
permit the installation of the Mark 7 Model 2 arresting gear similar to 
that used aboard our biggest carriers. Since the gross weights and 
landing speeds have increased in modern carrier aircraft, testing 
equipment must be available to determine optimum conditions for 
landing, and to discover and correct any malfunctions of the entire 
system before these expensive aircraft are operated at sea. During the 
tests of new aircraft, damage or malfunctions frequently occur, ar- 
resting wires fail or the wires are not engaged at all. Under these cir- 
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cumstances, sufficient runway must be available beyond the arresting 
gear for the test pilot to accelerate and again become airborne or to 
land successfully and bring the aircraft to a halt before reaching the 
end of the runway. The old obsolete arresting gear is located at about 
the mid-point of the runway length which leaves insufficient runway 
from a safety standpoint. The runway could only be extended at great 
expense since it now ends at the banks of the Patuxent River. The 
new arresting gear will be located 3,500 feet nearer the southeast, or 
downwind, end | of the runway. The item will provide for the installa- 
tion of the gear and such supporting features as water supply, 
electrical power, and communication lines. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, Naval Air Material Center, 
Philadelphia, Pa.: Research, development, and test facilities, $333,000. 

Captain Crew. The next project is for catapult and arrest com- 
ponent research facilities to be located at the Naval Air Material 
Center, Philadelphia, Pa., at a cost of $333,000. 

This special station performs research, development, test and evalu- 
ation, manufacture, modification, and overhaul of aircraft compon- 
ents, materials and equipment. It also performs engineering, proto- 
typing, limited production and maintenance of launching and recovery 
services for aircraft and guided missiles. Recovery and catapult goals 
require improvements in current equipment and development of higher 

‘apacity gear to launch and recover 60,000 to 80,000 pounds aircraft at 
speeds up to 200 knots. This project will provide 2 platforms, one 50 
by 150 feet for component research and another platform 90 by 87 
feet for scale model research. In addition, a water tunnel, electrical 
facilities, hydraulic pumps, air compressors and associated piping will 
be provided. The single supporting feature consists of an electrical 
substation. The platforms and equipment will be installed in an exist- 
ing building. This preject will permit this research facility to con- 
tinue toward the goals I have mentioned. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is Pacific Missile Range, Point Mugu, 
Calif. Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 
opment, and test facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, admin- 
istrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements; at Point Arguello, maintenance facilities, 
research development, and test facilities, ammunition storage facil- 
ities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements; and, at various Pacific islands, operational facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, and troop housing, 
$30,050,000. 

Captain Cuew. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is for the Pacific 
Missile Range. This range is being developed on the California coast 
near the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, Calif., and extends west 
into the Pacific Ocean. There are 23 line items at the missile center 
at a cost of $18,183,000; 13 items at the launch site, Point Arguello, at 
a cost of $9,528,000; 3 items on San Nicolas Island to cost. $238,000, and 
8 items for Pacific Ocean missile impact location system facilities to 
cost $2,101,000. The total cost of the items in these several locations is 
$30,050,000. 

The mission of the range is to conduct tests and evaluate guided 
missiles; their components and weapons systems; train specified per- 
sonnel and nucleus fleet units in the preparation, maintenance, and 
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operation of new guided missiles; provide technical services support 
for fleet activities designated to assist the range in its performance of 
the basic test and evaluation mission and operate aerodynamic test 
equipment. Some of these projects are basic to any missile range, some 
will support the missile programs of the Navy exclusively and others 
support the missile programs of all the services. 

The first line item for the group of projects at the Naval Missile 
Center, Point Mugu, is for 78,600 square yards of aircraft parking 
apron at a cost of $1,100,000. This item will replace existing deteri- 
orated bituminous paving with portland cement concrete. The old 
“black top” parking area cannot withstand the high temperatures and 
velocities of jet engine exhausts; nor can it support the increasing 
weights and high tire pressures of modern jet aircraft. The combi- 
nation of these factors results in cracking and stripping with the air- 
borne particles endangering both personnel and aircraft. When these 
particles enter another operating jet engine, expensive damage in- 
evitably results. This project will fulfill approximately one-third of 
the eventual, total parking requirement of the center. The project 
includes the cost of the removal of the existing bituminous pavement. 

The second line item is for fuel storage facilities at a cost of $301,000. 
This item will provide nine storage tanks with a capacity of 
882,000 gallons or 21,000 barrels of jet fuel. The fiscal year 1959 pro- 
gram provided for the construction of tanks and rework of existing 
tanks with a total capacity of 14,330 barrels. Completion of the 
construction requested in this item will provide a 10-day supply of 
jet fuel, this quantity having been determined to be the required 
minimum supply. The item includes receiving, issuing, and transfer 
lines and facilities with separators, meters, pumps, and associated 
equipment for the existing and new storage. The supporting features 
include electrical distribution lines, fire protection water lines, roads, 
storm sewers, and security fencing. 

The third line item is for a meteorology building, at a cost of $108,- 
000, required for the PMR Weather Division—Range Operations 
Department. The most precise meteorological information is neces- 
sary for successful missile operations, and forecasting and other 
services are required for routine base operations. Included in the 
supporitng features are electrical distribution and gas lines, sewage 
and water lines. 

The next line item, also in the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, 
is for an automotive maintenance facility, at a cost of $330,000. The 
item will provide a maintenance and operations building and a sepa- 
rate refueler-repair building. The inadequate existing buildings are 
of temporary construction, are badly deteriorated, and will be demol- 
ished. The item includes an air compressor, hoists, steam generator, 
and other items necessary to provide a usable facility. 

The fifth line item is for frequency-control facilities, at a cost of 
$580,000. Missile tests which involve radio frequency channels for 
instrumentation, communication, and surveillance functions require 
positive determination that the channels are free of interference before 
and during the tests. Spurious signals generated thousands of miles 
away resulted in the loss of expensive equipment and data before 
frequency monitoring became standard procedure. This item will 
provide a monitoring and laboratory building at the main base and 
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a remote monitoring building on Laguna Peak to extend coverage to 
include the Los Angeles Basin industrial area. The small, widely 
scattered units now in use will mostly be transferred to down-range 
locations. The laboratory and monitoring portions of the building 
at the main base which will house electronic equipment, with stringent 
requirements for air conditioning, dust, and humidity control, will 
be air conditioned. 

The sixth line item provides mobile instrumentation stations at 
three locations, to cost $423,000. These stations will be located on 
the California coast, one at Point Montara, souht of San Francisco; 
one at Granite Canyon, south of the Monterey Peninsula; and one 
at Piedras Blancas, west of Paso Robles. The locations provide cov- 
erage of that portion of the Pacific Missile Range which parallels the 
coastline. The item provides ground communication and the con- 
struction of hardstands for portable communication and tracking 
equipment. Utility buildings will be provided at each of the three 
sites, together with necessary utilities. 

The seventh line item, at a cost of $545,000, will provide a permanent 
instrumentation facility, as opposed to the mobile sites just discussed. 
This facility will be located at Point Pillar, only a few miles south of 
the mobile site at Point Montara. Whereas the mobile site will only 
be used when range operations require added communication and 
tracking equipment, this line item is a permanent installation. It 
will consist of three single-story buildings—the telemetry building, 
the automatic vectoring and computer building and control center, 
and the transmitter and receiver building. This Point Pillar instru- 
mentation site is required to meet the tracking and telemetry receiving 
requirements for the Pacific Missile Range. 

The next line item is for a photographic installation and calibration 
facility, at a cost of $63,000. It consists of a shop building and paved 
aircraft apron. The apron will contain a hydraulic nose-wheel lift 
to permit leveling of aircraft for boresight adjustments. The item 
will provide camera maintenance facilities, film-loading darkroom, 
and storage space for camera pods and equipment. The facility is 
necessary to support airborne photography associated with air-to-air 
and air-to-surface missile programs. 

The ninth line item is a missile project building at a cost of $2,- 
959,000. This item will utilize the modular hangar concept. In addi- 
tion, parking apron and roads and parking area are necessary to com- 
plete the facility. These detailed requirements are generated by 
aecelerated tests of a number of missiles. The item will provide for 
both Navy and contractor testing and development of firm missile 
programs. 

The tenth line item for the Naval Missile Center is an armaments 
test. project building at a cost of $2,445,000. The Armaments Test 
Division of the Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md., has, for 
many years, conducted tests and evaluations of armament systems. 
After all, it is not “how far, or how fast, or how high” an aircraft 
will go—although these are important factors, of course—but can the 
system deliver the goods in aerial warfare? This is the all-important 
question for which answers are sought. The armaments test facility 
at Patuxent can no longer conduct these tests and evaluations in the 
restricted area available. The unit must be moved to the Naval Mis- 
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sile Center where the range capability will meet the requirements. 
The item will provide the hangar, shop, office, and laboratory space 
needed. 

The next line item, Mr. Chairman, is for an addition to the instru- 
mentation building now in use, at an estimated cost of $750,000. The 
one-story structure will be constructed to match the existing structure. 
This requirement is created by 152 additional personnel needed by the 
end of fiscal year 1960 to support the Pacific Missile Range, 48 other 
contractor personnel now quartered in a converted BOQ, and other 
requirements totaling 338 office personnel and 216 technicians. The 
item will provide office and laboratory space. This requirement for 
laboratory space is necessary partly as replacement for similar space 
reassigned to the tape input IBM-650 computer and partly by 62 
laboratory technicians who make up part of the 152 additional person- 
nel just mentioned. 

The next line item is for a warehouse at a cost of $287,000. ‘'Tempo- 
rary-type buildings are being used for storage at the Naval Missile 
Center, Point Mugu, to make up for the deficiency of about 55,000 
square feet. These buildings have ground-level floors, or wood floors 
which make use of material-handling equipment impossible. Not 
designed for storage, these buildings are poorly lighted, materials get 
musty due to the lack of proper ventilation and fire protection is in- 
adequate. This item will provide 40,000 square feet of storage space 
at truck-bed height which will permit the use of modern, efficient, and 
safe storage methods. 

The next line item will provide an addition to the dispensary at a 
cost of $280,000. The medical facilities at the Naval Missile Center 
require expansion to provide examination and treatment of the num- 
bers of military and civilian personnel which have increased greatly 
since the existing facility was built. The item will provide two rec- 
tangular wings and will match the existing building. These additions 
will provide a ward, various medica] rooms, offices, and an ambulance 
garage. 

The next line item is for a Pacific Missile Range headquarters 
building at a cost of $1,867,000. This item will provide headquarters 
for the commander of the range and his various administrative and 
operational personnel which will total 596 by calendar year 1961. 
The administration and management of the Naval Missile Center, air 
station, and the Pacific Missile Range in its embryo stage, are cur- 
rently being conducted by 1,387 personnel. Various transfers of 
offices and personnel are planned, and have been considered in the 
scope of this item. Included in this item are a range status display 
center, a cafeteria, and supporting features are comprised of utility 
lines, paving, and parking. 

The next line item is an addition to the security building at a cost 
of $74,000. Security facilities are necessary for the processing of all 
personnel attached to or visiting the center. In addition, automobiles 
and articles entering or leaving the station are checked by security 
personnel. Prospective employees, contractor personnel and others 
are interviewed; personal and vehicles clearances and passes are 
issued. The requirement is generated partly by the establishment of 
the Pacific Missile Range, which may be expected to increase re- 
quirements further as time goes on; however, the security workload 
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between fiscal years 1956 and 1958 increased to 275 percent, and the 
projected workload by the end of fiscal year 1959—370 percent of the 
workload. Security requirements may be expected to intensify at the 
Naval Missile Center. This item will provide for the construction of 
a one-story addition to the existing security building, and will match 
the existing type of construction. 

The 16th line item is for barracks at a cost of $980,000. This item 
will provide five 100-man, two-story barracks buildings and provide 
relief for the present deficit of more than 900 spaces. Operations of 
the Pacific Missile Range require the assignment of additional en- 
listed personnel and this item provides for the expansion planned 
through fiscal year 1960. 

The next line item is another personnel support item, namely, an 
addition to the messhall at a cost of $255,000. This item will pro- 
vide messing facilities for personnel including the planned increase 
in numbers for the Naval Missile Center. The seating capacity of 
the dining area will be 592. This is based on the requirement for 
facilities for 2,000 men. This one-story addition will match the 
stucco exterior of the existing building. 

The 18th line item is for an addition to the bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters at a cost of $434,000 and will provide accommodations for 50 
officers. This will be a one-story addition to the existing BOQ. 

Only 30 spaces are presently available, 92 are needed. This item will 
alleviate the deficit of 62 spaces to a marked degree. 

The 19th line item is for a structural fire station at a cost of 
$222,000. The present temporary firehouse is inadequate and sub- 
standard, requiring the use of an additional building. The one-story 
structure in this item will provide permanent and adequate space for 
personnel and provide for the protection of expensive equipment. In 
addition to the building and site improvement, the item includes 
such support features as communication, electrical, gas, sewer and 
water lines; a fire alarm system and a parking area. 

The 20th line item, Mr. Chairman, is an item which is of the type 
frequently deferred in favor of urgently required operational items, 
but which, I submit, is no less important than any other project in 
this program. This item is a 600-seat chapel at a cost of $544,000. 
Department of Defense criteria actually allow one 600-seat and one 
300-seat chapel for a station with population between 5,000 and 7,000; 
however, only the larger chapel is requested at this time, A 600-seat 
chapel contains 12,000 square feet. of space, yet existing facilities 
consist of less than 3,000 square feet of substandard quonset huts. 
In addition to the chapel building, the item includes altar, lectern, 
pulpit and necessary utilities. 

The next line item is for the expansion of roads and utilities at 
the Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu, at a cost of $3 million. 
The item provides for the construction of needed roads, and addi- 
tional access gate, a new electric substation, additional primary and 
secondary overhead and underground electric distribution facilities, 
the expansion of telephone facilities, additional water main and a 
new Imhoff tank at the sewage treatment plant. These various road 
and utility items are required to support and provide essential serv- 
ices vital to the expansion and modernization of the center. 

The next to the last line item for the Naval Missile Center is 
a standby gas plant at a cost of $160,000. The item will provide for 
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the construction of a one-story compressor-blending building and out- 
door storage facilities for liquid propane. This item is required by 
limits on the amount of natural gas which can be furnished to the 
center by the gas company. The present rate of consumption during 
demand peaks reaches more than 80 percent of the quantity which 
can be furnished. The construction of new facilities will greatly 
increase the demand. This item is required to receive and store gas 
during low-deman:d periods and return it to the station lines when 
demand exceeds the capability of the gas company to furnish it. 

The 23d and last item for the Naval Missile Center, is the expan- 
sion of the water system at a cost of $486,000. The item includes 
modification of the water treatment plant, a 150,000 gallon storage 
tank and pipeline. 

The next group of line items, Mr. Chairman, consist of 13 items 
for the Pacific Missile Range to be located at the Naval Missile Fa- 
cility, Point Arguello, Calif., at a total cost of $9,528,000. 

The first item is a public works shop at a cost of $150,000. This 
is another item which has been studied in detail and represents a 
workable compromise. The item will support range operation and 
launch facilities varying from simple utilities to complex technical 
facilities which, due to safety and other considerations. must be wide- 
ly scattered over 19,000 acres. The facility to be constructed in this 
item includes the building and shop maintenance equipment and the 
supporting features of utility lines, roads, and parking area. 

The second line item is the second increment of construction ai 
the radio receiver facility at a cost of $38,000. The first increment 
of construction provided for 1,960 square feet in the fiscal year 1958 
MCON program. This increment will add 800 square feet to the fa- 
cility being constructed. The item is needed to house special re- 
ceiving equipment used in missile operations and ‘must be air-condi- 
tioned with dust and humidity control. 

The third line item is a central launch control facility at a cost 
of $873,000. This is a building of special design to be located in the 
launching complex area. It will be of reinforced concrete with re- 
vetments to protect personnel from the effects of possible explosions. 
The electronic equipment to be located in the basement floor ‘will 
require air-conditioning, humidity and dust control. The window- 
less ground floor will require ventilation. In addition to the’ build- 
ing and communication cabling, the supporting features include 
utility lines, roads, and parking area, and site improvement. 

The fourth line item is for a missile assembly building at a cost 
of $875,000. This item will provide a hanger-type building with 
two-story wings running the length of the building on each side. 
The design of this item provides for two bridge cranes in the central 
bay. The structure will provide, in addition to the missile assembly 
area, engineering office and general office space; specialized tech- 
nical eaminment area, data reduction, and mechanical equipment. 

The fifth line item is for an operational computer center (real time) 
at a cost of $233,000. This building will house the real time impact 
prediction computer which will be retained on a lease or rental basis. 
This computer processes trajectory data, computes and displays the 
instantaneous impact point and is necessary for impact prediction and 
range safetv. The supporting features include an emergency gener- 
ator, communication lines, and utilities. 














eo i 








1059 


The sixth line item is for an ordnance assembly building at a cost 
of $200,000. This structure will be 40 feet wide and 150 feet long 
with a 40-foot, 20-ton bridge crane included in this item. Whereas 
the inert sections of missiles will be assembled in the missile assembly 
building discussed a moment ago, this item will provide facilities for 
mating the explosive ordnance sections with the nonexplosive sec- 
tions. The structure will be located in a safe area, convenient to the 
launching pads. The steel building frame and the craneway must be 
electrically grounded. 

The next line item is for a launch site support building at a cost 
of $65,000. This item will provide a storage building and an open 
storage area. It is necessary for storage of materials and equip- 
ment for immediate use in the launch area. A large volume of ex- 
pendable materials and construction materials are required between 
the major supply area and the point of use, and must be readily avail- 
able. Mobile equipment, rigging equipment, and technical support 
equipment must also be available. This line item will fulfill these 
requirements. 

The eighth line item is for a range users engineering building at 
a cost of $400,000. Operations to be conducted at the Naval Missile 
Facility, Point Arguello, make it possible to predict that 387 project 
managers, engineers, and scientists, administrators, secretaries, drafts- 
men, technicians, and others connected with various missile opera- 
tions will be present at Point Arguello and require working space to 
carry out their particular responsibilities. Since personnel of a spe- 
cific service will only be present during tests and training in con- 
nection with a particular program, the individual services cannot be 
expected to provide facilities of this type. Indeed, such a solution 
would hardly be practical or economical. This item will provide the 
necessary facilities for the range users. Included in the item are com- 
munication lines and the usual supporting utilities. 

The ninth line item is for high explosive magazines at a cost of 
$208,000. This item will provide five magazines for the safe storage 
of fuses, pyrotechnics, high explosives, and rocket motors. Included 
in these categories are solid propellant boosters, sustainers, command 
destruct charges and live warheads. The separate magazines are 
necessary for the items which are not safe for coincident storage. 

The tenth line item is for a multipurpose Marine detachment build- 
ing at a cost. of $410,000. This line item, again, Mr. Chairman, is 
one which has been studied from several viewpoints such as billeting 
the Marines at Vandenburg Air Force Base, or providing separate 
satellite facilities around the Naval Missile Facility, Point Arguello, 
and other proposals. Each of these schemes fails to fulfill require- 
ments in some important aspect. This line item is the result of these 
studies and will provide facilities for the Marine Corps security force 
of 125 men. The building will contain offices, classroom, dormitories 
for enlisted men, armory, guard room and other spaces. 

The next line item is for a structural fire station at a cost of $99,060. 
This item is comparable to the fire stations presented to the committee 
in the past and similar to the fire station in this program for Naval 
Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. Due to the distances involved within 
the 19,000 acres at the naval missile facility, facilities at Point Ar- 
guello cannot be provided with the necessary class A fire protection 
with the existing facility in the industrial area in the vicinity of the 
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main gate. The new fire station will be located strategically in the 
southern portion of the base. This requirement is generated not 
only by the distances involved but by the nature of the fuels, liquified 
and high-pressure gas, magazines and buildings. 

The twelfth line item is for roads and utilities at Point Arguello 
at a cost of $5,022,000. This is the major item for utilities and roads 
thus far in the development of the Pacific Missile Range. The fiscal 
year 1959 program contained a line item in the amount of $123,000 
and other funds were previously made available. Those funds could 
not provide the heavy-load-supporting surfaces, the necessary miles 
ef road or eliminate the sharp bends which will not accommodate 
long missile tractors and trailers. The roads are only a part of this 
item. As essential as the roads are the water supply, communication 
lines, and electrical powerlines. 

The final line item for the Naval Missile Facility, Point Arguello, 
will provide launch site security facilities at a cost of $955,000. The 
Secretary of Defense designated the naval missile facility as a maxi- 
mum security area in mid-1958. While the facility is probably not 
unique from a security standpoint, it does pose several problems. The 
large area and widely separated units must be considered. In addi- 
tion, the Southern Pacific Railroad traverses the base in the coastal 
area. Fairly high hills to the east provide excellent vantage points 
for visual observation of most of the base. Surface craft in the ocean 
area west of the base are limited in their approach only by the courage 
of the operator and surf conditions. We cannot afford to construct a 
double, chain-link and barbed wire fence around Point Arguello and 
the adjacent hilltops. This item will provide island-type security 
for the launch sites in the form of camouflage screens and limited 
amounts of stock fencing, telephone and powerlines, In addition, 
a small railroad community, Surf, Calif., now located in a hazard area 
during missile firings must be vacated and housing provided at an- 
other location. Chain-link fencing will be provided around fuel 
storage, liquid and high-pressure gas storage, toxic chemical storage 
and magazine areas. 

Mr. Chairman, the next group of items for the Pacific Missile 
Range are three line items at a cost of $238,000 for San Nicolas Is- 
land, located some 60-odd miles off the California coast. This in- 
stallation, with its airfield and other facilities, is an important part 
of the missile range and an essential part of the Naval Missile Center, 
Point Mugu. 

The first of these three line items is for expansion of the telephone 
exchange at a cost of $75,000. The item is necessary to replace the 
present manually operated, advance-base-type switchboard, which 
has an inadequate number of circuits, with a modern automatic 
switchboard with additional circuits. Included in the item is expan- 
sion of the telephone exchange building to accommodate the new 
equipment, utility lines, roads and parking area, and site improve- 
ment. 

The second item is for a photographic building at a cost of $88,000. 
The item will provide a badly needed building in support of photo- 
graphic operation and a roof platform for a camera mount. The 
building will provide laboratory space, maintenance shop space and 
garage space for mobile equipment. Air conditioning, dust, and 
humidity control is required in the film processing and storage rooms. 
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The final item for San Nicolas Island is for an electronics mainte- 
nance shop at a cost of $75,000. This item will replace the inadequate, 
deteriorated, temporary type structure with a masonry block struc- 
ture with a concrete slab roof. Whereas only 600 square feet of space 
has been available the new building will contain 1,200 square feet. 
The increasing emphasis on electronic equipments requires facilities 
for the testing, alining, troubleshooting, and repair of complex, sensi- 
tive, and expensive equipments. Adequate electrical power must be 
available and radio and radar interference with testing procedures 
must be minimized. The equipments concerned will be protected 
from the effects of rain, fog, dust, and blowing sand being combated 
in the existing structure. 

Mr. Chairman, the last group of items for the Pacific Missile 
Range, will provide facilities at various island locations in the Pa- 
cific Ocean. Although we normally separate all facilities in the con- 
tinental United States from those overseas, regardless of category, in 
this case these line items have been considered as part of the Pacific 
Missile Range “package” throughout the numerous reviews. They 
are most essential to the early operations of the range and have been 
retained in the Pacific Missile Range section of our program. The 
items are eight in number at a total cost of $2,101,000. Because of 
the great distances of these islands from the mainland and changes 
in missile technology we have not yet had time to refine our plans. 
Consequently, it may be necessary to provide different facilities on 
the several islands than those listed in the program book. This, of 
course, may require some adjustment of costs within the overall 
total. 

The first item is for additions to communication buildings at Eni- 
wetok Island in the Marshall Islands, at a cost of $317,000. These 
additional communication facilities are necessary to provide a data 
link with the Pacific Missile Range Station at Wake Island. The 
data link will be used for obtaining area surveillance and clearance 
status in addition to missile impact location data. This line item 
will provide for an addition to the present transmitter building, an 
addition to the receiver building, transmitting and receiving an- 
tennas, an emergency generator building and generator, utility lines, 
and parking area. The electronic equipment installations in this 
climate require air conditioning, dust and humidity control. 

The second line item is for additions to communication buildings 
at the Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, at a cost of $123,000. 
This item, similar to the last item presented to the committee, will 
provide additions to the transmitter and receiver buildings, antennas, 
utility lines, roads, and parking area. This facility will be the Pacific 
Missile Range communication center in the Hawaiian Islands. As in 
the case of Eniwetok, the electronic equipment installations require 
air conditioning, dust and humidity control. 

The third line item is for an addition to the communication build- 
ing at Wake Island at a cost. of $93,000. This line item will provide 
expansion of the Federal Aviation Agency Transmitter Bu‘lding, 
utility lines, paving, and an electric powerplant. The item is neces- 
sary in connection with the Pacific Missile Range since an ICBM 
target is located near Wake and impact data must be transmitted from 
the station. The fiscal year 1959 program provides 600 square feet as 


34066—59—No. 17——-9 











1062 


a first increment of the transmitter building expansion. This line 
item provides an additional 680 square feet of space. _ nad 

The next three items are for missile impact location buildings at 
different locations. 

The first of these is for a building at Eniwetok Island at a cost of 
$435,000. This building will contain the missile impact location sys- 
tem equipment and also serve as PMR operations building. The 
building is necessary to house the equipment and provide office 
and working space for personnel to conduct range operations, perform 
and evaluate range surveillance and to conduct range safety func- 
tions. In addition to communication and utility lines, the supporting 
features include roads and parking area, security fencing and an 
emergency electrical generator system. Air conditioning, dust and 
humidity control are required for the electronic equipment installation. 

The second of these MILS buildings is similar, though larger, to be 
constructed at Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, at a cost 
of $486,000. 

The third MILS building is to be located at Midway Islands at a 
cost of $435,000. This item is essentially identical to the building re- 
quired at Eniwetok Island. 

The seventh line item, also at Eniwetok Island is a sounding rocket 
facility at a cost of $22,000. This item consists of a rocket storage 
magazine, launcher, and launching pad. Utilities and services are in- 
cluded to provide a usable facility. The facility will make it pos- 
sible to obtain high altitude meteorological data, necessary in connec- 
tion with nose cone reentry and missile impact data. 

The final item for the Pacific Missile Range, and this group of over- 
seas items, is for bachelor civilian quarters at Wake Island at a cost 
of $190,000. The item will provide four dwellings to house 16 men 
in accordance with standard FAA plans and specifications. Quarters 
are necessary for the additional personnel stationed on this remote 
island in connection with operations of the Pacific Missile Range. 

The Cuarrman. Now this is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CuairmMan. Without objection, these special-purpose air sta- 
tions that I have read are approved. 

Now the next item in the bill is “Supply facilities.” 

Now tell the committee something about supply facilities. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 36, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Page 36. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. Before the naval air station people leave, could I ask 
a question that I tried to get in a little while ago unsuccessfully ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. It is a quick question. What is the status of the land 
acquisition program for approach pattern clearance at Moffett Feld? 
Is that dropped ? 

Admiral Reynotps. Yes, sir. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Gusser. It is definitely dropped and you are not going to 


acquire the land ? 
Admiral Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Gusser. And I can so inform my constituents, that that is the 
policy of the Navy as of today ? 

Admiral Reyno.ps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. God bless you. 

Mr. Wampter. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. Now wait one minute. We were moving—— 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Chairman, could I direct a question, please? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wampler. 

Mr. Wameter. Thank you. 

Admiral, in all of your consideration and improvement and such, 
is there any thought given toward the progress of atomic-powered 
airplanes? 

dmiral Reynoups. There are some plans. There are some re- 
search projects in this area. I am not acquainted with the detail of 
those, but there is considerable thought on the subject. It is still 
in the very nebulous planning stage. 

Mr. WampPter. Does this construction coincide with that planning? 

Admiral Reynoxtps. This construction—— 

Mr. Wampter. With that research? 

Admiral Rrynotps. It takes it into account. 

Mr. Wamrter. I see. 

Admiral Reynorps. If there should be a development of that kind. 
Although as to what would be required in weight and in length of 
runways is rather an unknown subject as yet. Although it probably 
will be in the seaplane areas, to begin with. 

Mr. Wampter. Thank you. 

The CHairman. Now, members of the committee, I invite your at- 
tention to page 30 of the book. I think we must have a little bit better 
explanation. ‘This is one of the most important things so far reached 
in the bill, because it is known as the missile range. 

I know we have two or three others. This will ultimately cost 
$256,322,000. 

Mr. Kelleher has prepared a brief on this and I am going to ask 
Mr. Kelleher to read it in the record and give the information about 
it, because this ultimately—ultimately these missile facilities are going 
to cost around $4 billion before they are completed. The committee 
should know something about this missile range, because as developed 
by Mr. Hardy yesterday, it is to be hoped that a great deal of this 
expenditure can be used when we come in the missile field and the 
missile era and it will not be money all wasted. Now read it. 

Mr. KeLteneR. Yes, sir. There are three national missile ranges— 
the White Sands Missile Range, N. Mex., under the management of the 
Army; the Atlantic Missile Range, Cape Canaveral, Fla., under the 
management of the Air Force; and the Pacific Missile Range, Point 
Mugu, Calif., under the management of the Navy. 

The Pacific Missile Range is being built to augment the Nation’s 
capability for fulfilling test and training requirements of the IRBM, 
ICBM, satellite vehicles, and a host of other guided missiles and spe- 
cial devices. 

The Pacific Missile Range is not a competitor to the other national 
ranges. Each of the three national ranges has unique capabilities. 
They are complementary facilities. The continued development of 
all three ranges is essential to the national defense effort. 
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The Pacific Missile Range had its inception in December 1957, when 
the Secretary of Defense concurred in a Navy proposal to expand the 
facilities of the Naval Missile Center (NMC), Point Mugu, Calif, 
into a national range. At the same time, the Secretary of Defense 
authorized the transfer from the Army to the Navy of approximately 
19,000 acres of land in the vicinity of Lompoc, Calif. That was old 
Camp Cooke, Mr. Chairman, the southern part of it. The proposal 
for this national range was the result of the increased emphasis on 
missile and satellite projects during the past 2 years, and recognition 
of the necessity for adequate national range resources. 

In April 1958, the newly acquired land was designated as the naval 
missile facility, Point Arguello (NMF, PA) and in June 1958, the 
Pacific Missile Range was officially established as a national facility 
with the Navy as executiveagent. The mission of this range is— 
to provide range support for Department of Defense and other designated 
Government agencies in guided missile, satellite and space vehicle research, 
development, evaluation and training programs. 

In planning the development of this range, the Navy has reviewed 
all firm missile programs, all available information regarding plans 
for satellites and space vehicles, and the projected plans for the next 
10 years. With a programs as a basis, a long-range plan for 
future development of the range was prepared. This plan involves 
the establishment of a complex of ranges capable of supporting the 
various types of missiles and satellites to be developed. This complex 
would include six separate ranges : 

Sea test range: the sea areas adjacent to the west coast extending 
seaward for a distance of 500 miles. This range will support the 
development of air-to-air, air-to-surface, surface-to-air, and short 
range surface-to-surface missiles, and fleet training with these missiles. 

IRBM range: A sector extending westward to sea from the Naval 
Missile Facility, Point Arguello, for a range of 1,500 miles for IRBM 
training firings. 

Polar orbit range: This range will provide a capability to launch 
satellites southward from the Naval Missile Facility, Point Arguello, 
into polar orbit. 

Equatorial orbit range: This range will provide a capability for 
launching satellites eastward from a yet undetermined island in the 
vicinity of the equator into an equatorial orbit. 

Antimissile missile range: This range will provide a capability for 
launching antimissile missiles from some yet undetermined Pacific 
islands against ballistic missiles fired as targets from the west coast. 

In addition to the foregoing, the range complex will include the 
Naval Missile Center, Point Mugu; the Naval Missile Facility, Point 
Arguello; various Pacific island installations, and instrumented range 
ships. 

eaeteubers Air Force Base is located adjacent to the Naval Missile 
Facility, Point Arguello, but it is not a part of the Pacific missile 
range. That is the northern two-thirds of Camp Cook. It is an 
operational base, under the commander in chief, Strategic Air Com- 
mand, and will have the capability of launching ICBM’s against 
enemy targets. In addition, IRBM and ICBM training missiles can 
be Jaunched from Vandenberg Air Force Base into impact areas in 
the Pacific missile range. 
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The Atlantic missile range, or Cape Canaveral as it is sometimes 
referred to, conducts research and development regarding ballistic 
missiles and is instrumented to obtain the great quantities of data 
that are required in a missile development program. The ballistic 
missiles fired on the Pacific missile range, however, will be training 
firings, not research and development, and will require only a mini- 
mum of instrumentation. Research and development will be con- 
ducted at the Pacific missile range also, but this work will be asso- 
ciated primarily with the smaller missiles which are not tested at 
the Atlantic missile range. Similarly, each range has specific capa- 
bilities and limitations with respect to satellite and space vehicle 
operations, since the Pacific missile range can launch vehicles into a 
polar orbit whereas the Atlantic missile range can launch into an 
inclined orbit. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, this is the begin- 
ning of a very important base, that will ultimately cost $256,322,628. 

ow many years before this will all be spent ve completed? How 
many more visits will the Department have to make before it gets all 
of this money ? 

Admiral Reynotps. This will be expended at a rate of approxi- 
mately $30 million to $40 million per year. 

The Cuarrman. All rgiht. Now members, have you any questions ? 
Mr. Durham ? 

Mr. Duruam. One time I was out there they were having difficulty 
about water supply. Has that all been solved ? 

Admiral Reynoxps. It is adequately solved at the present time, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Solving it for the future is what I am thinking about. 
Because we have run into a lot of trouble. Could you state to the com- 
mittee what we have done out there is going to solve the water prob- 
lem? In such an expansion—— 

The Cuamman. You mean Camp Cooke, at this particular base, or 
do you mean down at the San Margarita Valley ? 

Mr. Duruam. I see you have an item in here for $1,900,000. 

Admiral Pettter. At Point Mugu, Mr. Chairman, we are tying into 
the United Water Conservation District, I think it is called, who has 
a pipeline within 3 miles of our base. 

r. Duruam. That is under agreements, of course. Has that all 
been worked out to the satisfaction of the Navy ? 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The committee can understand that at a great many 
bases in California the main question is water. It is highly important 
that we always know where we stand with reference to the water. 

Admiral Pettier. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. On the cost of the barracks, I know in going through 
here you have various prices per man in barracks. At Mugu it comes 
out to about 1,960. Santa Ana, 2,200. And Lemoore, about 2,000. 
Now are these worked-off estimates or how do you come to a figure on 
any of these? 

Admiral Pentmr. The variation in cost will depend on how much 
utilities and support you tie into the barracks cost there. 

Mr. Bates. Don’t you have—— 
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Admiral Perrer. The building cost itself is relatively the same. 
We are building the same standard at all three locations. 

Mr. Bates. Well, don’t you stop your lines at a certain a for all 
of these? In other words, so many feet from the building 

Admiral Pertmr. Yes. 

Mr. Bates. Isn’t that a constant factor? 

Admiral Pe.rmr. That is correct. But considering the cost of your 
barracks, you also have your foundation cost which is not in the living 
area consideration. In other words, the square footage provided is 
according to the Department of Defense standards. It is within the 
Department of Defense limitation on cost for the living space. 

Mr. Bates. Well, that is the same in all of them; isn’t it? I mean 
you would have the same foundations in all of this? 

Adm. Petrter. No, sir. On some of them you have to spend a lot 
more for foundations. 

Mr. Bates. My question is this: How do you come to this figure? 

Admiral Peitter. We have a preliminary engineering report that 
establishes the cost at this particular location, by an architect-engineer 
firm that makes the study for us. 

Mr. Bares. On each individual one? 

Admiral Pettter. Well, for each individual station, probably. We 
have different A and E’s. 

The Cuairman. Now 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Would the Admiral say specifically what would cause 
the differences in the space, in the different barracks at the different 
locations—the different items that make the difference in the cost? 
Foundations? 

Admiral Pettier. Foundations. 

Mr. Becker. Facilities? 

Admiral Perrier. You also would have at Lemoore a ventilating 
problem there. It is quite a bit warmer there than it is at Mugu. 

Mr. Bates. Why isthe cost more? Why does it cost—it is about the 
same. 

Admiral Petrier. I would have to get 

Mr. Bares. It is about the same. Lemoore is a little over 2,000 and 
Mugu—yes, about 2,000, and 1,960 for Mugu. Overall, it is about the 
same. 

Admiral Pe.rter. The overall cost is due to utilities. We have it 
broken down as to what utilities cost. I can look that up if you would 
like to have the information. 

The Cuarrman. Put it in the record. 

Admiral Pettmr. All right, sir. 

(The information requested by the committee is as follows :) 

The following analysis shows that although the total cost per man for the 
barracks line items at the three locations shown varies, the components which 
make up the total cost are consistent with each other. The major difference in 
cost is usually attributable either to the extent of outside utilities, roads, walks, 
ete., required to make the line item useable, and to the fact that in some cases 
the heating system is integral within the building, and in other cases it is a 
detached unit. 
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Location Line item | Number Cost per man 
total of men 
MCAF Santa Ana, Calif. _____- $2, 216, 000 1,008 | $2,200, broken down as follows: $1,740 per man 


for the barracks itself plus $460 per man for 
roads, utilities, etc., outside the 5-foot line 
including a detached heating plant. 

PMR Point Mugu, Calif_..___. 980, 000 500 | $1,960, broken down as flows: $1,850 per man 
for the barracks itself plus $110 per man for 
roads, utilities, etc., outside the 5-foot line but 
the heating generators are within the building 
and therefore included within the $1,850 per 


man. 
NAS Lemoore, Calif.........-.. 3, 171, 000 1, 512 | $2,100, breken down as follows: $1,850 per man 
plus $250 per man for reads, utilities, walks, 
: etc., outside the 5-foot line but including evap- 
orative cooling within the $1,850 per man. 














Mr. Wizson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. With all the investment we are putting in missiles 
and missile bases, I am wondering if we are intending to turn over 
the jurisdiction to the Space Committee ? 

The Cuairman. No. We know our jurisdiction is fixed by the 
House. 

Mr. Witson. We know it, but does that committee know it? 

The Cuarrman. Well, you ask the chairman of that committee. 

Now, I want to make this statement : The book only shows $256,322,- 
000 is to be the amount spent at the Pacific Missile Range. Mr. Kelle- 
her advises me that that is just a drop in the bucket, that ultimately 
we will be called upon to spend over $1 billion or $2 billion. What 
about that, Admiral, or Captain, or anyone? What about it? We 
want to know for the record now what your future expansion in this 
Pacific Missile Range is going to cost. 

Admiral Rrynotps. The figures shown here are the planned figures 
for facilities as we can see them at the present time. 

This missile space operation is extremely new. It is developing 
very rapidly. And to anticipate further than what we have here at 
this time would be impossible. 

The total sum will be higher than this before it is finished, unques- 
tionably. As to how much in detail would be almost impossible to 

ive. 

' The Cuarrman. Well, would it run a billion dollars? You deal up 
here now in billions. We used to deal in millions and hundreds of 
thousands. Now it is in billions. Mr. Kelleher, I think you are 
probably correct, because the witness has some hesitancy about sayin 
what it will be. But he does say it will be more. So let the recor 
show that it will be a great deal more than $256 million. It probably 
will be a billion or even a billion dollars more than that. 

Admiral Reynotps. It could be, sir, but a part of that will be opera- 
tional money. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Make sure of that, so nobody will be 
= when we get bogged down as to how we are going to spend 
that. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if we are talking about a proposition of 
that size here, I don’t know whether we aren’t pretty much in the dark. 

The Coamman. Weare. 
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Mr. Harpy. I don’t know how we can justify talking about some- 
thing that is supposed to cost $256 million according to the figure and 
now we are told that that is not probably but a fourth of what the total 


cost would be. Somewhere I get the notion that it might run as high ~ 


as $2 billion. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we will be here to try to find out all about it 
when it unfolds. 

Mr. Harpy. After we have spent $256 million on the thing and then 
find out we haven’t even hardly got started—— 

The CuarrMan. That is where we are all on all this. 

Mr. Kowatsxk1i. Can we ask for an overall report, Mr. Chairman? 
Perhaps we can get at least an estimate of what the future might be, 
in the form of an overall estimate. 

The Cuarmrman. Admiral, put that in the record, an overall report 
of how much you can visualize, bearing in mind the uncertainty of 
the development in the space and astronautics field and all that. Do 
the best you can. 

Admiral Reynoxps. Yes, sir. 

(The statement referred to is as follows :) 


STATEMENT REGARDING PAcIFIC MISSILE RANGE 


Long-range planning for the Pacific Missile Range (10 to 15 years) is difficult 
because of the state of the art in missile development. The present planning 
for military construction at the various installations of the PMR is estimated 
to be approximately $151,653,000 within the next 5 years. These figures are 
subject to change if the planning guidelines given by DOD are varied. For 
example, if it is decided that the Navy must fund all basic capability require- 
ments for the various installations comprising PMR, the cost would be mate- 
rially higher. 

Navy planning to date is based upon the consideration that user agencies 
will pay for those peculiar construction requirements necessary to support their 
plans. If the Navy is required to undertake the major development items of 
the six missile ranges, i.e., polar orbit range, equatorial range, anti-missile 
missile range, sea test range, and ICBM/IRBM range, a much larger construction 
planning figure will be required. 

At this time, the Navy is proceeding with planning assuming that DOD guide- 
lines in regard to funding responsibilities will not be changed. If these assump- 
tions are correct, the $151,653,000 required can be assumed to be a reasonably 
valid figure. 


Mr. Kowatsx1. If I can make a statement, sir? 

I want to be sure that the people who are responsible for our defense 
are really exercising imagination. This is a tremendous thing that 
we are getting into, in a most vital area. And I think we have to 
examine whether there is imagination in the Defense Department. 
There has not been in the past. 

The Cuamman. Now the next item in the bill is supply facilities, 
“Naval Supply Depot, Bayonne, N.J.: Administrative facilities, $123,- 
000.” Now tell us what supply facilities are? Who is here to repre- 
sent supply facilities ? 

Captain Cuew. I will answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Captain Curw. Supply centers and depots are responsible for the 
timely replenishment of combatant ships and mobile support ships 
wherever deployed as well as for furnishing material requirements 
to naval installations, such as shipyards, operating basis, air stations, 
and so on. 
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The Cuarrman. Now there are three—there is the Bayonne base, 
and then the San Diego base, and then the military medical supply 
base at Brooklyn. Those are the only three. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


STATEMENT 


The requested authorization in this program for “Supply facilities” under the 
management control of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts totals $5,132,000 for 
five items. 

Four items provide for the physical installation of electronic data processing 
machines in order to furnish effective material support to fleet and air units. 

The remaining item is in the area of petroleum and is required to provide 
bulk storage of aviation fuels in support of fleet units and shore installations. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the next class of facilities in our 
program is “Supply facilities.” We have five projects in this class in 
the total amount of $5,132,000. Three of the projects, to cost $336,000, 
are at continental stations and two, costing $4,796,000 are overseas. 
The purpose of supply facilities is to provide that material support 
required by the fleet wherever it may operate throughout the world. 

The first project in the program is at the Nav al Supply Depot, 
Bayonne, N.J., for alterations within an existing building to provide 
for the installation of electronic data processing y machine, or EDPM, 
as it is called, at the estimated cost of $123,000. The use of these 
machines will increase our effectiveness in stock control, financial in- 
ventory control and related recordkeeping functions of the depot. 
The increased flexibility and speed of this equipment will provide the 
management data required for more responsive and effective supply 
operations. The work will include installation of new floors, ceilings, 
partitions, special electrical power and lighting, and air conditioning. 

The second project is at the Military Medical Supply Agency, 
Brooklyn, N.Y., and is counterpart of the project I just described for 
the Naval Supply Depot at Bayonne, N.J. It, will provide for the 
modification of a 5,200-square-foot area in an existing building for an 
EDPM installation at an estimated cost of $115,000. 

Captain Cuew. The third and last of the continental supply fa- 
cilities projects is at the Naval Supply Depot, San Diego, Calif. This 
project is similar to the two projects I previously described. It will 
provide for the modification of a 4,500 square foot area in an existing 
building for an EDPM installation, costing $100, 000. 

Mr. C hairman, the next class in our program is “Marine Corps fa- 
cilities.” With your permission, General Allen will outline the re- 
quirements for the Marine Corps bases. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any other supply facilities? 

Captain Cuew. These are within the continental United States and 
they are all the same, sir. 

The Cuairman. Allright, without objection that is approved. 

Mr. Harpy. What is EDP machine installation ? 

Captain Cuew. Electronic data processing machines. 

Mr. Harpy. That is one of these brain deals? 

Captain Cuew. Yes,sir. It isa management tool. 

The CuarrmMan. The next item 

Captain Cuew. For more effective handling of the supply system. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Stratton. 

Let there be order. 
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Mr. Srrarron. May I ask whether this expenditure is just for this 
machine? 

Captain Cuew. The machine is rented, sir. This is for the building 
preparation. 

r. Stratton. The thing that I am concerned with—I think Ad- 
miral Kimball understands it—is whether it would be possible, for 
example, to utilize existing facilities in existing bases, rather than to 
undertake new construction in an adjoining base ? 

Captain Cuew. These are alterations, sir, of existing facilities. 

Mr. Srratton. I mean is it impossible or infeasible to use an estab- 
lishment at another base to provide the same spot? I am thinking of 
the problem I raised yesterday. You are closing down certain facili- 
ties while you construct other facilities at adjoining bases. Do you 
use the facilities at Scotia, for example, to provide this kind of housing 
without interrupting anything ? 

Captain Cuew. Would you like to answer that? 

Admiral Kimpatt. This is not a new facility. This is an alteration 
to provide for an electronic data processing machine at a permanent 
Navy supply installation. The answer is that we could not use Scotia 
for the same purpose. 

Mr. Srratron. In other words, this assists in carrying out the mis- 
sion of Bayonne as it is created ? 

Teel ramacs, Exactly. 

Mr. Stratton. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Now Admiral, following along what Mr. Stratton 
has said, you are closing down some facilities up in that section of 
New York. The supply facilities are very flexible. Be sure to look 
them over carefully and see if you can’t utilize that great establish- 
ment up around Schenectady so it will not be dormant and forgotten. 

Admiral Kimpati. We are working very closely with Mr. Stratton 
on this project. 

The information requested is as follows :) 

The facilities at the Naval Supply Depot, Scotia, N.Y., basically consist of 
29 warehouses containing approximately 34% million gross square feet of 
storage space. In addition the depot has a specially designed tank farm 
for fats and oils stored in the national stockpile. 

These facilities will continue to be used after the disestablishment of the 
Naval Supply Depot, Scotia, to accommodate the departmental industrial 
equipment reserves tool program, the national stockpile under the General Serv- 
ices Administration, the Navy Correspondence Course Center and the inspector 
of naval material, Schenectady. It is expected that the installation will 
continue as a Government-owned activity under the management of the General 
Services Administration. 

After careful analysis it is reaffirmed that there are no facilities being re- 
quested in the proposed authorization bill for construction in fiscal year 1960 
which can be deleted in anticipation of utilizing similar facilities at the 
Naval Supply Depot, Scotia. 

The Cuatrman. That applies to every base. 

Mr. Bates. eeryeinest 

The Cuarrman. Everywhere. See if you can’t utilize these things 
without building new things. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I just want to inquire. This is one 
of these electronic brain deals that apparently they use for process- 
ing data. How much rental do these things cost us ? 
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Admiral Kimpauu. The machines we are talking about here today 
are around $20,000 a month. 

Mr. Bates. How much will they save ? 

Mr. Harpy. Who do you rent them from? Are these IBM’s? 

Admiral Kimpaty. We haven’t specifically decided on the machine 

et. We are going to select the machine after we make a very de- 
tailed study, but it could be an IBM machine. 

Mr. Bates. Admiral, are these at GSSO and ESO? 

Admiral Kimpatu. We have a small one at GSSO and we have one 
at SPCC. We have one at ASO and—— 

[ Laughter. ] 

The Cxatrman. Let there be order. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, this looks—— 

Mr. CoHneLan. That answer is not responsive as far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The CuarrMan. Let’s go ahead, Mr. meng F 

Mr. Harpy. Maybe to understand this thing a little bit more, in 
other words the rental of these machines is going to cost us about $214 
million apiece a year? 

Admiral Krupatu. At the present time for this same type of work 
we are using what we call electrical accounting machine, an EAM 
machine. This machine is a more modern device to replace the pres- 
ent EAM machines. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you have any information on what one of these 
machines costs to build ? 

Admiral Kimpatt. No, I have not. 

Mr. Harpy. $2,400,000 annual rental is pretty high—— 

Mr. Hess. $240,000. 

Mr. Becker. $240,000. 

Mr. Harpy. $20,000 per month. 

Mr. Hess. $20,000 a month, times 12. 

Mr. Harpy. Thank you for correcting my arithmetic. [Laughter.] 

The Cuairman. Now the next item in the bill is Marine Corps fa- 
cilities, Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif., $432,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, $328,000, and Marine Corps 
Station, Twentynine Palms, $1,127,000. 

You will find that on page—— 

Mr. KeLiener. Page 39. 

The CHarrmMan. Page 39. Without objection, those items are 
approved. 

The information is as follows :) 


STATEMENT BY Bric. GEN. CHESTER R. ALLEN, ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER 
GENERAL OF THE MARINE Corps, WITH REGARD TO Fiscat YEAR 1960, CLass 5 
MiLiTary CONSTRUCTION ITEMS 


U.S. MARINE CORPS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM, FISCAL YEAR 1960 


The fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization program for the 
Marine Corps is composed of seven line items with a total valuation of $1,897,000. 
This program is designed to meet three basic objectives : 


(1) To improve inadequate or overloaded utilities systems and to provide 
essential supporting facilities. 

(2) To increase combat readiness of the Marine Corps by providing addi- 
tional training facilities. 
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(3) To provide necessary ammunition storage facilities. 
This program has been divided into four broad categories. The number of items 
with the dollar value of each is as follows: 
35.8 percent of the program will provide one item to replace worn out or 
unserviceable facilities valued at $680,000. 
20.8 percent of the program will provide two items for new training facili- 
ties valued at $394,000. 
20.6 percent of the program will provide three items for new ammunition 
storage facilities valued at $391,000. 
22.8 percent of the program will provide one item for improvement to 
utilities systems valued at $432,000. 
The items programed will provide facilities at three major activities, as 











follows: 

Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif._._.-__.___-.______-_--_-__ $432, 000 

Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, N.C__-------_------__-_--_--__ 328, 000 

Marine Corps base, Twentynine Palms, Calif _-- 1, 137, 000 
11 || a ele neem? =pere 1, 897, 000 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM, FISCAL YEAR 1960 





Marine Corps facilities—Continental 


Installation and line item 
Proposed 
authorization 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif. Expansion of Yermo 
I I ee oe ee $432, 000 
Required to serve new repair shop and to rehabilitate a sub- 
standard well. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N.C. : 
Atomic assembly and checkout structure___________-_______-___ 191, 000 
Required by the Atomic Ordnance Platoon for assembly and 
assembly and checkout of atomic weapons in accordance with 
specifications furnished by Chief, Armed Forces special weap- 
ons project. 
SS ae ae a ee ee ee 137, 000 
Storage facilities required in conjunction with the assembly and 
checkout structure above. 
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif. : 
Atomic assembly and checkout structure_______-____-_____._____ 203, 000 
Required by the Atomic Ordnance Platoon for assembly and 
checkout of atomic weapons in accordance with specifications 
by Chief, Armed Forces special weapons project. 
cE oe Pa 1 a eee: EES ee ee 173, 000 
Required for storage of training ammunition as a replace- 
ment for emergency-type steel pontoon and log bunker mag- 
azines currently in use. 
BEDI eR REESE 10 STL oc oe re hacen ences seceeane 81, 000 
Storage facilities required in conjunction with the assembly 
and checkout structure above. 
Replacement of cooling systems (1st increment) __-_-__________ 680, 000 
Required to replace existing evaporative cooling units 
which are inadequate for the space served. Includes addition 
of roof insulation in order to reduce the temperature to a com- 
fortable level. 


enn, WenmNain? C9008 MROININIOR oo oc eee 1, 897, 000 


The Cuamman. Now Ordnance facilities is on page 
Mr. Keiiruer. 44, sir. 

The Cuatrman. 44—— 

Mr. Smarr. You are already approved, General Allen, [Laughter. ] 
The Cuamman. Naval Powder Plant, Indian Head, Md. 
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STATEMENT OF REAR ApM. T. A. AHROON, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF 
ORDNANCE, IN REGARD TO AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CLAss 6 FiscaL YEAR 1960 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM PREPARED FEBRUARY 9, 1959 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the objective of the Bureau of Ordnance con- 
struction program is to create facilities ashore for the effective support of the 
fleets. These facilities are required if we are to implement a fully integrated 
program of research, development, procurement, and distribution of ordnance 
and ammunition. This program specifically provides for ballistic missiles, nu- 
clear weapons, and antisubmarine weapons. It also provides for certain tri- 
service requirements imposed upon us. 

The Bureau of Ordnance endeavors to maintain an appropriate balance between 
facilities for direct fleet support and those required for research and develop- 
ment. I frankly admit that the annual military construction programs have 
fallen short of this objective in the last several fiscal years. In the Bureau of 
Ordnance we believe strongly in anticipating the brick and mortar needs of 
future research. However, this effort, necessarily as vague as the future, must 
take second place to more foreseeable and immediate needs. 

Thus, the program I am requesting proposes only a minimum of research and 
development facilities. It is submitted only after a very thorough and com- 
prehensive survey and study which showed that we could not use or adapt any 
existing facilities. The program consists of five line items. First, I am request- 
ing two test facilities in support of the fleet ballistic missile, Polaris. One of 
these is improvement of the popup facility at San Clemente Island in the Pacific 
and the other consists of various improvements at Cape Canaveral, Fla. These 
amount to $700,000 or 26 percent of my program. The third and fourth items 
are two facilities, one on the Atlantic and one on the Pacific, for the checkout 
and issue of new antisubmarine weapons. These amount to $1,010,000 or 38 
percent of my program. The fifth facility is to satisfy a requirement on the 
Navy for all three armed services and some of our foreign treaty allies to do 
with handling and disposal of explosive ordnance. This last item will amount 
to $972,000 or 36 percent of my request. 

I consider it of importance that these five facilities are to be constructed at 
military installations. It is noteworthy that these facilities at military bases 
lend themselves to flexible and economical operations by either defense con- 
traetors or Government employees. 


Captain Carew. Mr. Chairman, the sixth class of facilities in the 
Navy’s program is ordnance facilities. The objective of this por- 
tion of our program is to provide and keep modern facilities ashore 
for effective support of the fleet with respect to conventional and new 
weapons. Introduction of new weapons into the fleet creates require- 
ments for new support facilities ashore. In this program we are 
requesting authorization of four ordnance facilities projects at the 
total estimated cost of $2,682,000. Three of these projects are at 
classified locations and are included in section 202 of the authoriza- 
tion bill. 

The one unclassified project is to provide facilities for the Ex- 
plosive Ordnance Disposal Technical Center, an independent activit 
physically located at the Naval Propellant Plant, Indian Head, Md. 
The estimated cost of these facilities is $972,000. This center is a tri- 
service installation whose primary mission is to provide technical 
services for all explosive ordnance. In a joint Army-Navy-Air Force 
agreement in 1951, the Department of the Navy assumed the technical 
responsibilities concerning explosive ordnance disposal, including 
special weapons disposal, for the entire Department of Defense. 
This service involves the preparation of technical pamphlets and in- 
structions for each item of explosive ordnance, detailing its use and 
composition, technical drawings of each component part, a thorough 
description of each item, and the methods for rendering the ordnance 
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safe. The technical center is also charged with the design of dis- 
assembly tools. 

The advent of new weapons, both conventional and nuclear, has 
caused a great increase in the workload of this center. Present facili- 
ties are inadequate both in respect to safety and use. The new facili- 
ties will consist of a jechaiinal: operations building, a fuze stripping 
building, and a radiation-safe storage building. A boathouse and 
dock, a water supply and distribution roe, and specialized techni- 
cal equipment are included as part of this project. 

Mr. Wizson. You will recall, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Gavin asked yes- 
terday the status of the water situation at Camp Pendleton. 

The Cuarrman. We will get to that in the right place. 

Mr. Witson. Well, he is all through. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Harpy. We just approved the water district. 

The Cuarrman. We all know the suit is still pending. 

Mr. Wuson. Well, Mr. Chairman, I wanted to point out that there 
are no items in here for Camp Pendleton this year. 

The Cuarmman. That’s right. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Gavin knows that. I think we should have a re- 
port on the status of it so we will know. 

The Cuarrman. Where is the General Counsel of the Department 
handling this litigation, who has the—— 

Mr. Ketieuer. General Allen has a statement, sir. 

The Cuarrman. General. 

— Auten. I am here, sir. I have a statement which I pre- 

ared. 
* The CuHarrmaNn. Give us the statement. Sit right down and tell us 
about it. 

General Auten. It will take about 5 minutes to read, sir. 

The Carman. Go right ahead. 

General Atten. We have copies that we can furnish the members of 
the committee. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Auten. Mr. Chairman, we have summarized this matter— 
this is relating to the Fallbrook litigation—from the beginning to 
inform the committee of its current status. My statement is divided 
into (1) history, giving a sequence of events and the nature of the 
pending litigation and (2) current situation, giving the present posture 
of the case. 

HISTORY 


Three naval installations are involved: Camp Pendleton; Naval 
Ammunition Depot, Fallbrook ; naval hospital. 

These naval installations were activated in 1941-42 and are perma- 
nent establishments. 

The principal source of water for these installations is the Santa 
Margarita River although some of Camp Pendleton is served from 
other watersheds to the extent possible. 

The area is semiarid with an overall shortage of water. There is 
increasing competition for the limited water that is available. The 
prior owners of Camp Pendleton had earlier engaged in extensive 
water litigation with the other. principal: large landholder in the 
watershed, the Vail Ranch. 
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The result was a stipulated judgment dividing all the waters of the 
river, one-third to Vail and two-thirds to Rancho Santa Margarita 
(Camp Pendleton) with specific reservations from the two-thirds 
share * small landowners between the two large ranches. A cardinal 
feature of this judgment was the requirement that Vail maintain a 
minimum flow in the stream for the benefit of the lower ranch during 
the irrigation season. The United States in effect bought this water 
right along with the land and other water rights that were appur- 
tenant to the Rancho Santa Margarita. 

Preceding our acquisition, the Rancho Santa Margarita gave the 
Fallbrook Public Utility District a revocable license to take a very 
small amount of water from the Santa Margarita above us for domestic 
purposes. The United States allowed this license to remain in effect 
after the acquisition. 

During World War IT, there was no conflict of note on the Santa 
Margarita River. Immediately following the termination of hos- 
tilities, the military activities were greatly curtailed for about 3 years, 
while at the same time, the civilian economy began to boom with a 
corresponding increase in water needs. 

Private lawsuits began to be filed. Applications to the State to 
appropriate water were filed. Simple takings without right were 
begun. Fallbrook exceeded its revocable license and refused to limit 
itself to the amount granted. 

Inasmuch as the naval reservations involved own and occupy the 
entire watershed on both sides of the stream for the last 19 miles of 
the stream before it reaches the Pacific Ocean, every increase in water 
use above us diminishes the amount of water reaching our lands. 

To protect the future of the naval reservations, it became an im- 
mediate necessity to evaluate the rights of the new and increased uses 
with relation to the rights of the United States. The Fallbrook li- 
cense was canceled in 1948. Fallbrook continued to increase its diver- 
sions from the stream. Extensive negotiations toward agreement 
with Fallbrook failed. Some applications to appropriate were suc- 
cessfully opposed, but the diversions above us continued to increase. 

An appeal was made to the State engineer of the State of Cali- 
fornia to police the stream. to the end that water users did not exceed 
their rights. The State engineer stated that the stream could not be 
policed until the many rights had been adjudicated. Conditions con- 
tinued to deteriorate with each of several claimants claiming or need- 
ing more than the entire flow of the stream. 

n November 1950, the Secretary of the Navy asked the Attorney 
General to take action to protect and preserve the water rights of the 
United States. 

In January 1951, the Attorney General instituted a suit to have 
these rights adjudicated and to protect them. 

This is a suit to quiet title to those valuable rights in the Santa 
Margarita River which the United States purchased and for which it 
paid a huge sum. 

This suit seeks to have the court define and declare the rights of all 
claimants to water on the stream. 

This suit does not and could not deprive anyone of his rights. 

One judge ruled (101 Fed. Sup. 298) that the action is simply one 
to have adjudicated rights to the use of water measured by the laws 
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of the State of California; it is not a suit in which the United States 
is claiming any rights to the use of water by reason of its marepniganty 

By stipulation, in November 1951, the United States and the State 
of California resolved the contentius question which had arisen and 
agreed to a free and full exchange of information respecting the 
litigation. . ’ 

In proceeding to adjudicate the stream, it was decided to first try 
the two large corporate would-be appropriators and exporters from 
the watershed, the Santa Margarita Mutual Water Co. and the Fall- 
brook Public Utility District, because of their unique position. The 
State of California joined in this trial. 

By a series of legal maneuvers, Fallbrook did not come to trial, but 
the United States won on all points against the Santa Margarita Mu- 
tual Water Co. and the State of California (108 Fed. Sup. 72; 109 
Fed. Sup. 28 and 110 Fed. Sup. 28), both of whom appealed. 

The Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit overruled the district 
judge saying (235 Fed. 2d, 647) his final judgment was premature in 
that all claimants had not been heard and that no judgment should 
be entered as to any defendant or water right until all claimants in the 
watershed had their day in court. There was much discussion in this 
opinion but there was no other ruling than that a judgment could not 
be entered as long as indispensable parties were not before the court. 

One salient effect on the case by this ruling was that the number 
defendants was substantially increased because the court of appeals 
stated : 

* * * it is the nature of a plenary suit to settle the correlative right of every- 
one interested in the waters. The standard course in such a proceeding is to 
enter a decree setting up all the rights as of the same date (235 Fed. 2d 647). 

Other Federal ownerships were also brought into the case including 
four Indian reservations, two national forests and public domain lands. 

During the period covered by these trials and appeals, Fallbrook 
sought and obtained legislation designed to settle their controversy 
with the United States. This legislation (Public Law 547, 83d Cong., 
68 Stat. 575), would construct a dam on Camp Pendleton, inundating 
also a part of the naval ammunition depot, and specifies a division of 
water with Fallbrook. 

Eighteen months of the past 3 years were devoted to renewed efforts 
to settle the case. The last 6 months of negotiations were under court 
direction. In these negotiations the United States followed the provi- 
sions of Public Law 547, 83d Congress, which was sponsored by sev- 
eral California Congressmen; this being the law of the land and the 
will of Congress. No settlement was reached. 

Implicit in the provisions of that act is the requirement that the 
water rights of the United States be determined. Such an adjudica- 
tion would be necessary as a point of departure for placing Public 
Law 547 in execution. 

During 1958, the Federal district court intermittently conducted 
pretrial hearings, and issued several pretrial orders setting the pattern 
for trial. 

CURRENT SITUATION 


Trial of the case has commenced in two phases : 
1. A special master was appointed to hear the claims of the 
smaller defendants. Hearings commenced in May 1958. 
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2. The Federal district judge is hearing the claims of the major 
parties and the overall scientific data pertaining to the stream 
system. This phase of the trial started October 1, 1958. 

Upon completion of these hearing phases the judge will amalgamate 
the results into an overall determination of water rights in the stream 
system. 

The court appointed the special master in order to expedite the 
proceedings and to minimize cost and inconvenience to the smaller 
claimants. The special master is conducting hearings in the various 
areas of the watershed, in effect taking the court to the people. 

Controversies are not anticipated here. The work of the master 
will generally be in the nature of a factfinder to tabulate water rights 
and priorities, so that the court can ultimately correlate the rights of 
riparian owners with respect to each other and to appropriate claims. 

To further prevent. possible hardship to the smaller parties, the 
court has ordered that. all costs of the trial court and special master 
be advanced by the United States, with the reservation that the court 
will assess costs at the conclusion of the trial on the basis of findings. 
In other words, if a defendant has not invaded the rights of others, 
he would be blameless and therefore would not. be assessed costs. 

Further, a large number of the smaller defendants will be dropped 
from the case if the court approves a motion made by the Government 
to the effect that. when a landowner will admit that he has no claim 
to the Government’s share of water in the river, the Government will 
not claim any water under the property owner’s land. These people 
are those whose land does not lie over the stream system nor abut the 
stream and who do not claim over 4.2 acre-feet of ground water per 
acre per year. 

Both phases of the trial have proceeded in a quiet and orderly 
manner. 

With all parties to the trial pressing to “get it done,” completion 
of the trial is anticipated in the spring of 1959. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, General Allen. 

I am glad this goes in the record. But you forgot to put in the 
history of one very important phase. You forgot to make any state- 
ment about Congress passing laws denying to the Navy the use of 
any money for its officer personnel to prosecute the Navy’s case. 

Also you forgot. to relate that Congress passed a law prohibiting 
the Department of Justice from spending any money in the prosecu- 
tion of the suit. 

So that would-be very pertinent to put in here, to show what has 
happened in this matter. You remember that? 

General ArLen. Yes, sir; that did happen, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. We had to get volunteer lawyers in California to 
present the Navy’scase. It took us a long time. 

I am quite familiar with this whole situation out there. So I am 
glad to say that I hope it can be wound up. I don’t know where it 
is going, but it looks like it will be settled sometime in the future. 

Thank you. 
wae members of the committee, we are now on the item in the 
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Mr. Ketiener. Ordinance facilities, page 14, line 18. 

The CuHarrman. Marine Corps facilities—no; we passed that. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 18. 

The Cuamrman. Ordnance facilities? 

Mr. Kewuener. Right. 

The CHarrman. Indian Head. Now who is here to talk about 
Indian Head ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 44 in the book. 

The Cuarrman. Tell us something about this that has been written 
in the papers here. 

Admiral Anroon. I am Rear Adm. T. A. Ahroon, Assistant Chief 
of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, tell us something. Have you reached 
a final decision in regard to Indian Head, or are you, as the papers 
say, trying to close up Indian Head ? 

Admiral Anroon. This is a special tenant in a way down at Indian 
Head. It is a triservice school where we service the Air Force and 
the Army, a responsibility given to the Navy, for the demolition of 
weapons, training people in the demolition and finding out the details 
of how to disassemble weapons. 

The Cuarrman. Well, tell the committee what Indian Head’s main 
mission is? 

Admiral Anroon. The main mission of the Indian Head propel- 
lent plant is the development of pilot line manufacturing. That is 
its main mission. In constructing the pilot line for the manufacture 
of various types of propellants, they use them. So we make our 
own propellants—for example, the Terrier missile, the Talos booster— 
out of the pilot plant. 

The CHarrMan. Well, hasn’t there been some talk about closing up 
Indian Head? 

Admiral Anroon. There has been talk, but none of it has been 
founded, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I see. There is a military need and necessity for 
maintaining Indian Head just like it has been in the past, is there not ? 

Admiral Anroon. Yes, sir. There is no idea of diminishing Indian 
Head, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. We approve that item. 

Now, the next item in the bill is service school facilities. Who is 
here on service schools? 

Mr. Kruitrner. Page 45. 

The Cuamman. Who is going to talk about the service schools? 
Captain Chew, are you going to discuss service schools? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 
The Cuarreman. All right. Naval Academy, utilities, $1,025,000. 


STATEMENT OF CHIEF OF NAvAL PersonNeL Wirn Respect To THE FiscaLt YEAR 
1960 CLass 7 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION PROGRAM 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is an honor and privilege to 
appear before you in support of that portion of the military construction program 
sponsored by the Chief of Naval Personnel. 

The overall construction program for activities under the management control 
of the Chief of Naval Personnel has the objectives of: Maintaining an adequate 
state of material condition through modernization and improvement; keeping 
pace with training demands generated by the advent of new weapons systems; 
and the orderly replacement of deteriorated, substandard facilities. The pro- 
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: presented herein has been developed within the framework of these 
objectives. 

The majority of our training and personnel facilities were constructed prior 
to or during World War II and a substantial portion have deteriorated beyond 
-economical retention. The increasing cost for maintaining these facilities is 
creating severe pressures on already limited maintenance funds. 

.This problem is particularly pressing with regard to personnel facilities, 
for in this area we must fulfill an obligation to provide our personnel with an 
adequate standard of living. In addition, rapid technological advances in 
complex weapons systems have generated increased training demands. Facilities 
are not available, however, to meet all of these new requirements and some must 
be provided. 

With respect to the specific requirements of the items contained in this year’s 
program, available excess facilities with the Department of Defense were 
carefully screened and evaluated. The inactive Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
‘Corry Field, Pensacola, Fla., was determined to be adaptable to meet the 
needs of the school for communications technicians now in deteriorated buildings 
at Imperial Beach, Calif. This will obviate the need for an urgent and costly 
replacement program at Imperial Beach. 

This program gives proportionate emphasis to direly needed replacement, as 
well as augmentation resulting from new or expanded requirements. Each item 
depicts an urgent need of a realistic and permanent nature. 


Captain Curew. Our Bureau of Naval Personnel sponsors service 
school facilities, the seventh class of facilities in the Navy’s program. 
It consists of six projects at Continental stations at the total estimated 
-cost of $7,499,000. One of the projects is included in section 202 of 
the bill. The other five projects are unclassified and are included in 
section 201. The primary need for these projects is to support the 
training of naval personnel in various aspects of naval operations. 

The first project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval Academy, Anna- 
polis, Md., for replacement and rehabilitation of the underground 
utility systems at the estimated cost of $1,025,000. This will provide 
for the installation of cathodic protection for underground piping; 
replacement of defective salt, fresh, and hot water systems with a fresh 
water system; modification of the water treatment plant; replacement 
of defective steam lines; and installation of a new street lighting 
system. The present underground utility systems have seriously de- 
teriorated due to age, lack of cathodic protection, improper pipe 
material, and the aggressive characteristics of the water. These 
archaic utility systems cannot now meet the service requirements due 
to the increased load te on the systems without a corresponding 
increase in capacity. Frequent failures of the system have been expe- 
rienced. The completion of this line item will insure the effective 
and reliable vital utility services upon which the very operational 
existence of the Naval Academy depends. 

The Cuarrman. What page in the book is that ? 

Mr. Keiener. Forty-five, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now tell the committee what you are doing over there with refer- 
ence to enlarging Bancroft Hall and acquiring that filled-in land? 
Has that all been accomplished ? 

_ Captain Cuew. That is under construction at this present moment, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. It has been authorized and is going on? 

Captain Cuew. Yes. 

The Cuairman. Now this is for replacement of underground utility 
system—is that it ? 
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Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is that? What is the underground utility 
system ? 

Captain Cuew. Well, actually all the utilities at the Naval Academy, 
as you well remember, go underground, and they are in old- nonpro- 
tected conduits. The wiringisold. The piping isold.'’ The deterior- 
ation is very great. This isto renovate those utility systems. 

It is actually a replacement of those systems. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

That is all the expenditure for the Academy ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. For replacement of underground utility system ¢ 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now members of the committee, I designated—who 
did I designate? 

Mr. Kircuin. Me. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kitchin was on the Board of Visitors last year. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Huddleston this year. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Huddleston has been designated on the Board 
of Visitors this year. 

I have had considerable correspondence with Mr. Payton Anderson, 
a distinguished member of the Board of Visitors last year. There is 
some valuable information here which we can put in the record and 
which relates directly to his continuing interest in maintenance at 
the Naval Academy. 

(The information is as follows :) 


MAINTENANCE CONDITION AT THE U.S. NAVAL ACADEMY, ANNAPOLIS, Mb. 


Maintenance problems at the Naval Academy have been a source of concern for 
some time. Annually, since 19538, each Board of Visitors to the U.S. Naval 
Academy has expressed increasing concern with the rapid deterioration of the 
physical plant. 

These problems do not stem from a reduction in the amount of annual operat- 

ing funds since annual allotments have shown a constant increase in recent years. 
However, as the number of dollars has increased, there has been a steady reduc- 
tion in the number of maintenance people these dollars will employ. Asa result, 
increases in funds budgeted for major replacement and repairs, and to reduce 
backlog of deferred maintenance have been absorbed instead by the increased 
cost of labor, materials, and services. 

A large portion of the facilities and buildings at the Naval Academy are over 
50 years old. Facilities and structures can be maintained and repaired for some 
time, but eventually these facilities become so antiquated and deteriorated that 
further maintenance becomes uneconomical and complete modernization or 
replacement is required. 

A prime example of this situation is a portion of the utilities distribution sys- 
tem. Constructed over 50 years ago under the engineering criteria of that day, 
these pipelines, and so forth, have been repeatedly repaired until now, figura- 
tively speaking, ‘patches are being made on patches.” An ever-increasing portion 
of the annual operating funds is required merely to keep these systems in opera- 
tion. The economical solution is complete replacement. 

The older wings of Bancroft Hall are a further excellent example of anti- 
quated facilities. Though the building is structurally sound, modernization and 
replacement is required to make the building habitable and to reduce excessive 
maintenance costs. Interior utility systems require replacement, the arrange- 
ment and lighting of rooms is decidedly poor when compared to modern stand- 
ards, and a major portion of these wings require extensive replastering. 

From the above, it can be seen that the maintenance condition at the Naval 


Academy is aggravated by extensive replacement and renovation requirements of’ 
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deteriorated and outmoded facilities, repair of which drains currently available 
funds in increasing amounts. 

The Board of Visitors in 1958 reported a backlog of $3.5 million of estimated 
repair and minor construction projects. In view of the above-mentioned rehabil- 
itation of Bancroft Hall, which may exceed $5 million, this figure seems conserva- 
tive. Coupled with anticipated requirements for modernization of classroom 
buildings necessitated by new technical developments and teaching requirements, 
an estimated maintenance, replacement, and minor construction backlog could be 
several times the reported $3.5 million within the next few years. 

In summary, the Naval Academy, although receiving more money each year, is 
faced with rising labor and material costs which offset these increases, and 
prevent any substantial effort toward correction of excessive maintenance-cost 
items. Since the Naval Academy is only able to accomplish routine repairs and 
maintenance, facilities requiring replacement and renovation deteriorate further 
requiring more expenditures for repair in each succeeding year. 

The Cuairman. The next item is the “Naval communications facili- 
ties, Corry Field, Fla.—operational and training facilities,” $1 mil- 
lion. 

Captain Cuew. The second project in this class is at the Naval 
Communication Training Center, Corry Field, Pensacola, Fla. It 
consists of two line items at an estimated cost of $1 million. This 
communication training center is to be relocated from Imperial 
Beach, Calif. Its mission is to provide training for selected officer 
and enlisted personnel in order to prepare them for early usefulness 
in their designated communication specialty and rating. The proj- 
ect is for the conversion of existing facilities at the inactivated aux- 
iliary air station to provide school and logistic-support facilities suit- 
able for training 1,000 communication technicians per year. The 
present training facilities at Imperial Beach have deteriorated be- 
yond economical repair. We estimate that their replacement would 
cost approximately $14 million. However, since adequate facilities 
are available at Corry Field, which can be converted economically for 
this essential need, it will preclude the need to expend the $14 million 
at Imperial Beach. 

The first line item is for “Conversion of two small hangars to class- 
rooms,” at an estimated cost of $900,000. We plan to subdivide the 
two hangars into classrooms and further modify the buildings as 
necessary to provide necessary facilities for other instruction. 

The second line item is for “Conversion of an existing training 
building into a 200-man barracks” at an estimated cost of $100,000. 
This conversion, together with existing berthing space, will satisfy 
the berthing requirements for the communication training center. 

The Cuairman. What goes down at Corry Field? 

Captain Cuew. This is a communication training school, a special 
school that was previously at Imperial Beach, and is to be now relo- 
cated in a facility that we have. 

The Cuamrman. Where does the midshipman or the officer or the 
enlisted personnel that go to Corry Field come from? 

Captain Curew. They come from throughout the Navy to be trained 
in special communication procedures, sir. 

The Cuarrman. pte dicen ea procedure ? 


Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. Corry Field is not now used for that, sir. 

This is to utilize Corry Field, by making the minor modifications 
made necessary by the relocation of the school from Imperial Beach, 
Calif., to a facility which we now own and by minor renovation can 
make a very usable facility. 
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The Cuamman. Then from your remarks we are closing up. the: 
field in California, and that military activity is being transferred to 
Corry Field in Florida? 

Captain Cuew. Corry Field is —— 

The Cuarrman. That is a very brave thing on the part of the Navy, 
to take something from California and carry it to Florida; isn’t it? 

Captain Cuew. It would cost us—— 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson, I know California is worthwhile. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, this is my district, and I would like to. 
ask a question. 

The Cuarrman. You lost it? 

Mr. Witson. Yes. 

The Cuatrrman. Well—— 

Mr. Price. I didn’t hear him say you closed Imperial Beach. You 
just closed the school. What did you do? 

Captain Cuew. We are moving the school out, the actual school 
section which was substandard. ‘There will still be the communica- 
tions station at Imperial Beach. This is in California, sir. 
[ Laughter. } 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Wilson, any questions? 

Mr. Witson. I didn’t realize it was substandard. [Further laugh- 
ter.| But I understand that this is being moved—the student-train- 
ing provision of the naval radio station at Imperial Beach is be- 
ing moved over to Corry Field. Now I was told or led to believe 
that other installations of some sort or other, activities of some sort, 
were going to use the facilities at Imperial Beach. I just would like 
to get it clear. If it is not going to be used, I hope the land will be 
declared surplus. 

Captain Cuew. The Naval Radio Station at Imperial Beach stays 
there,Mr. Wilson. Theschool alone is moved. 

Mr. Wuson. All right. 

The CuatrMan. We will have ample facilities at the base in San 
Diego to take care of certain activities. See if you can find somethin 
to put out there, without losing the value of all that property; an 
that applies everywhere over the whole country. 

Mr. Norstap. Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Norblad. 

Mr. Norstap. Since this is being moved, why couldn’t you put this 
at Fort Monmouth and consolidate the whole thing with the Army and 
Navy, with the signal —— up there? 

Captain Cuew. We have actually studied many locations, sir, for 
this school, and are at this point attempting to use a facility which 
we already have with minor modification to take care of it—this school 
is a special-type school. 

The CHarrman. Without objection—— 

Captain Cuew. It isa naval—— 

Mr. Norsiap. Let me hear the rest of this, if I may, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Cuew. This is a naval security group school, sir. 

I am not familiar with what Fort Monmouth teaches. I think the 
Army school of this type is not located at Fort Monmouth, but I am 
not sure, sir. 
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The CuHairman. Of course we want separate schools run by separate 
departments. We have three separate departments. The committee 
and the Congress long ago determined not to have a unified command. 
We don’t want any unified command. We want each one of these 
services to meet its military mission in a separate manner. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to inquire. What is the 
+ oat the buildings that are going to be abandoned at Imperial 

eac 

Captain Cuew. I can’t give you the exact figures, but we intend 
to raze them, sir. So their value is not very great. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I don’t know—if they are substandard, maybe 
they ought to be razed. 

he CuHarrMAN. The next item is the naval training station at 
Great Lakes. 

Captain Cuew. Project No. 3, gentlemen, is at the Naval Training 
Center, Great Lakes, Ill., consisting of two line items at an estimated 
cost of $4,712,000. This training center provides basic indoctrina- 
tion—recruit training—for enlisted personnel and primary, advanced 
and specialized training for officer and enlisted personnel of the 
Regular Navy and the Naval Reserve. 

he first line item of the project will provide three new barracks 
at an estimated cost of $4,442,000. Each barracks building will 
accommodate a 720-man battalion composed of 12 recruit companies of 
60 men each. Each building will be three stories in the form of a 
block 8 with four dormitories on each floor. This line item con- 
tinues the orderly replacement of substandard, temporary barracks 
spaces, messing, and training facilities for recruit training. The 
present facilities have capacity for only 10,220 recruits and 634 staff 
personnel—a deficiency of 4,916. The entire program provides for 
the construction of three permanent recruit camps, replacing exist- 
ing temporary buildings which are in an advanced state of deteriora- 
tion, are substandard, and are not of the proper type for peacetime 
training purposes. Funds for the first new recruit camp were pro- 
vided in the fiscal years 1957 and 1958 programs. 

The second line item provides for alterations to an electrical sub- 
station at an estimated cost of $270,000. This item provides for 
new switchgear, buses, cable duct work, cables, fencing, and other ac- 
cessory equipment to replace that now existing and to increase the 
capacity to accommodate anticipated loads imposed by new con- 
struction. This substation serves the main side of the naval training 
center which includes the service school command, the administrative 
activities of the naval training center, logistic facilities of the ad- 
ministrative command, —* utilities, maintenance shops, in- 
firmary and cold storage plant, headquarters of the 9th Naval Dis- 
trict, family quarters, bachelor officers’ quarters, and many other 
activities. Existing substation switchgear was installed in 1941. Due 
to the method of installation of the switchgear, under wartime condi- 
tions, and the hazardous arrangement of the buses behind the switcn- 
board, maintenance of the gear cannot now be, nor has it ever been, 
accomplished. To accomplish maintenance of the gear would require 
deenergizing the buses, resulting in a complete outage on the mainside 
of the station. The gear is now in very poor condition and is unre- 
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liable. Total replacement of switchgear, buses, and cable trench, all 
within the existing substation building, is required. 

The Cuatrman. We all know about Great Lakes and the very im- 
portant part it plays. That is where the enlisted men go. Without 
objection, we will approve it. 

The next is the “Naval Training Station at Norfolk, Va., real 
estate, $81,000.” 

Captain Curew. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval 
Station, Norfolk, Va., for the acquisition of 37.01 acres of land for 
$81,000. The mission of the naval staticii is to provide inport serv- 
ices for the operating forces and logistic support for dependent ac- 
tivities in the vicinity. This project provides for the acquisition of 
private land which has been on lease and developed by the Navy since 
1942 as a fleet recreation park. The Navy has invested about $615,- 
000 in improvements in the form of handball courts, softball dia- 
monds, tennis courts, indoor and outdoor pavilions, picnic ground, 
barbeque pits, a Navy exchange, and a socia! center. Conditions of 
the lease provide for an annual rental of $2,960.76 with the option to 
purchase all or any part within a 10-year period from June 30, 1951, 
at a cost of $2,000 per acre. The purchase of this land must be com- 
pleted prior to the end of fiscal year 1961 if the Navy is to exercise its 
option to acquire this land. If not acquired, it is doubtful that a 
lease can be renegotiated under such advantageous conditions. If a 
satisfactory lease cannot be renegotiated we shall lose the use of the 
land, buildings, and improvements. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to know what it is going to be used for’ 

Admiral Pettter. That is a fleet recreation center. It is on land 
that we now lease. We had a 10-year option and we are taking up 
our option at the end of 10 years, which expires in 1961. 

Mr. Harpy. The fleet recreation center / 

Admiral Perrier. The fleet recreation center there. 

Mr. Harpy. It is land you are now using? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes. 

Captain Curw. Yes, we put 

The Cuarrman. The next is San Diego, $144,000. 

Captain Curew. Mr. Chairman, the final project in this class of 
facilities in section 201 of the bill, is at the Naval Training Center, 
San Diego, Calif. This west coast training center has the same mis- 
sion as our midcontinent training center at Great Lakes. The pro- 
posed project will provide for replacement and relocation of the 
electrical service entrance to the training center at an estimated cost 
of $144,000. The greater portion of the electrical distribution system 
was constructed during World War II in accordance with wartime 
loading standards, and with wartime equipment which is now obsoles- 
cent. Consequently, some of the existing switching equipment is 
dangerously underrated for the voltage and interrupting duties im- 
posed upon them. The relocation of the service entrance is needed 
because the training center has grown away from the location of the 
present service entrance. This Eas resulted in above-normal voltage 
drops and transmission losses. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, we will take a re- 
cess now—all these items of service school facilities are approved. 
We will take a recess until 2 o’clock. 
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The witnesses all please return and I hope all the members will 
come back. 
(Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m. the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
2 p.m.) 
AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. Now this is a 
continuation of the hearing on H.R. 4414. When the committee re- 
cessed at noon we had reached page 15. Medical facilities: 

Naval Medical Research Laboratory, New London, Conn. : Medical 
research facilities, $75,000. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ApM. B. W. HoGan, MC, USN, THE SURGEON GENERAL OF THE 
NAVY ON THE MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 1960, NAVAL 
MEDICAL ACTIVITIES SPONSORED BY THE BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY 
Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, the objective of the program under the sponsorship 

of the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery in the fiscal year 1960 military construc- 

tion program is to complete the consolidation and modernization of the Naval 

Medical Research Laboratory, Submarine Base, New London, Conn., in order to 

conduct medical research and development on problems peculiar to shipboard, 

submarine, and diving medicine. This is particularly important in view of the 

Polaris program. The Bureau of Medicine and Surgery’s portion of the Navy’s 

military construction program for fiscal year 1960 consists of the following item 

for which authorization in the amount of $75,000 is requested : 

1, Alterations to Building No. 156, Medical Research Laboratory, Submarine 
Base, New London, Conn. This project will provide the balance of permanent 
facilities for the Naval Medical Research Laboratory. 

I shall be happy to furnish any additional details of the above item that you 
may desire. 

Captain Curw. Mr. Chairman, we have one project in the class of 
medical facilities. It consists of one line item at the Naval Medical 
Research Laboratory at the Submarine Base, New London, Conn., at 
the total estimated cost of $75,000. 

The mission of the Medical Research Laboratory is to conduct medi- 
cal research and development on problems peculiar to shipboard, sub- 
marine, and diving medicine. 

This line item provides for alterations to an existing building, now 
vacant, and is the second and final increment of construction to provide 
permanent facilities for the Naval Medical Research Laboratory. 
The first increment provided for the construction of a new building 
and remodeling of an older one. It was authorized and approved for 
funding in fiscal year 1956 and is now completed. ‘The second incre- 
ment will provide facilities for the Human Factors Engineering 
Branch and the completion of development of laboratory space in a 
brick and tile building, formerly used as a barracks. These functions 
are now performed in a temporary wooden building constructed in 
1942, subsequently damaged by fire, and condemned in 1947. The 
floors are weak and unstable, making testing and calibration of sensi- 
tive laboratory instruments difficult. Low deck load weight limits 
have been set because of the weakness of the supporting beams. 

The Cuatrman. Now what page, Mr. Kelleher, is this item? 

Mr. Keiitener. Page 50, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Page 50? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Medical Research Laboratory. That is 
what this is for, is it, Captain ? 
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Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 
The Cuatrman. Captain, you sit in the other chair so I can see you, 
please, sir. I can’t see you from there. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, we agree to that item. 

Now “Communication facilities.” There are five communications 
facilities. Tell the committee briefly what is a communication facility. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. FRANK VIRDEN, U.S. Navy, Director, NAvAL COMMUNI- 
CATIONS, WitH Recgarp TO Navy DEPARTMENT, FIscaL YEAR 1960, MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM, CLAss 9 


1. The naval communication military construction program for fiscal year 1960 
requires authorization in the amount of $12,863,000 for 12 projects, of which 
6 are in the United States and 6 are overseas. 

2. These projects are the most urgent communication projects which support 
the program objectives of the Department of the Navy, and are of such im- 
portance to the communication program as to require action in the fiscal year 
1960 military construction program. These projects have been developed in 
consonance with military construction criteria, are phased to equipment delivery 
dates, are timed to operational requirements, and are designed to meet approved 
program objectives as follows: 

A. A project in northeastern Maine is designed to provide extended com- 
munications coverage in the North Atlantic and, in particular, to provide reliable 
communications to submerged submarines. 

B. A project at Sugar Grove in the eastern part of West Virginia is for 
construction of the support facilities to put into operation this radio facility 
for important research and other classified work. 

C. A project at Norfolk is to provide fully adequate additional facilities, 
including special radio receiving facilities made necessary by the greatly in- 
creased operational requirements upon this station. 

D. Two projects in Kodiak are for antennas and facilities necessary to fulfill 
operational requirements in support of special operations of Pacific Fleet units. 

E. Of six projects overseas, one is for a facility necessary to fulfill operational 
requirements in support of special operations in the Pacific; one is for a barracks; 
one is to provide air conditioning required for electronics equipment; one is to 
correct grounds drainage which currently threatens a major communication 
station’s capability to remain on the air; one is for emergency electric power 
at a radio station; and one is to correct a sewage-drainage situation which 
constitutes a potentially serious health hazard to the personnel of a major 
communication station and the adjacent civilian community. 


Captain Cuew. The purpose of these facilities is to provide reliable, 
secure communications for control of the operating forces and to per- 
form certain functions, and to facilitate obviously the administration 
of the Naval Establishment. 

The Cuairman. Now, communication facility is such a broad word. 
Does that include SAGE or any method of conveying communications, 
or Western Union, or wireless, and all those things? 

Captain Cuew. SAGE is an Air Force term, but this would include 
certain direction-finding equipment, certain radioteletype and radio, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, let’s see. 

The first one is “Buskin Lake, Kodiak, Alaska, operational facilities. 
$84,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The next group of projects in our program, Mr. 
Chairman, is for class 9, “Communication facilities.” Included in 
this group are six continental projects and six overseas projects at 
the total cost of $12,863,000. The purpose of this class of facilities 
is to provide reliable, secure, and rapid communication for control 








ti 











1087 


of the operating forces; to perform security functions; and to fa- 
cilitate administration of the Naval Establishment. 

The first continental project is at the Naval Radio Station, Buskin 
Lake, Alaska, for provision of rhombic transmitting antennas at an 
estimated cost of $84,000. This station operates major transmitting 
facilities in support of the mission of the U.S. Naval Communica- 
tions Station, Kodiak, Alaska. The project is for construction of 
rhombic-type radio transmitting antennas required to complete a 
four-channel radio teletypewriter circuit linking Kodiak and Pearl 
Harbor. It will provide the radio station with the necessary means 
to fulfill a vital communication operational requirement in support 
of a special operation of Pacific Fleet units. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s see what that is for. 

Captain Cuew. It operates major transmitting facilities in sup- 
port of the mission of the communications station at Kodiak. The 
project is for the construction of a rhombic-type radio transmitting 
antenna required to complete a four-channel radio teletypewriter cir- 
cuit linking Kodiak and Pear] Harbor. 

It will provide the radio station with the necessary means to fulfill 
a vital communication operational requirement in support of the spe- 
cial operations of the Pacific Fleet. 

The Cuarrman. This is highly necessary. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. To enable you to get the communications and in- 
formation. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, we agree to it. 

The next is “Naval group activity, Camp Chiniak, Alaska: Opera- 
tional facilities, $40,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The second project is at the Naval Security Group 
activity, Cape Chiniak, Alaska. It will provide receiving antennas 
at an estimated cost of $40,000. The mission of this station is to 
perform Naval Security Group functions as directed by the Chief of 
Naval Operations. This project is for the construction of two high- 
gain directional Vee radio receiving antennas to provide for dual 
space diversity radio teletype reception from Hawaii and San Fran- 
cisco. Improved communication is required at this station in order to 
obtain maximum effectiveness of a new type radio direction finder 
now being installed. 

Mr. Harpy. What page are we on? 

Mr. Keiiener. 51—— 

Mr. Hess. 52. 

Mr. Kewiever. 52 now. 

The Cuairman. Page 15 of the bill and page 52 of the justifica- 
tion book. 

Mr. Kewieuer. Right. 

The Cuarrman. That is a receiving antenna. All right, without 
objection. 

Naval Communication Station, Norfolk, Va.: Operational facili- 
ties, $1,781,000. 

Captain CuEw. The third project is at the Naval Communications 
Station, Norfolk, Va., for providing additional communication fa- 
cilities at an estimated cost of $1,781,000. The mission of this station 
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is to support Supreme Allied Commander, Atlantic; command in 
chief, Atlantic; commander in chief, U.S. Atlantic Fleet; type com- 
manders; and activities of the Naval Shore Establishment as re- 
quired. The basic functional requirement which accomplishment of 
the item is designed to meet is to provide adequate additional facilities 
made necessary by the greatly increased communication operational 
requirements imposed upon this highly strategic station. Specifi- 
cally, the increased functions require installation of additional equip- 
ment, additional antennas, and modifications of existing antennas and 
building spaces. 

The Cuaiman. That is page 53. 

Mr. Kewrener. 53. 

The CHairman. Of the book. And that is for additional com- 
munications facilities, NCS, NOB, Norfolk. What does “NCS” and 
“NOB” stand for? 

Mr. Ke.iener. “Naval communications station and operating 
base.” 

Captain Cuew. Naval Communications Station, Norfolk, Va. 

The Cuarrman. And one is at Driver, Va., and one is at Northwest. 
Va., is that right ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you have the value of these all lumped together 
in one figure? I mean are your authorizations combined as between 
Driver and Northwest ? 

Captain CHrew. Could you answer? 

Admiral Virpen. My name is Rear Admiral Virden. This is 
combined. 

The Cuarrman. Broken down as to $1,781,000: How much is au- 
thorized for Norfolk and how much is authorized for Driver and how 
much for Northwest, Va.? Put it in the record. 

Mr. Harpy. That isn’t important, Mr. Chairman. The only thing 
I wanted to understand is that this is the complete communications 
setup. 

Ainieal Virven. This completes the program. 

Mr. Harpy. This amount completes the program for all three spots 
at the naval station at Northwest and at Driver, is that right? 

Admiral Virven. With the exception of certain equipments that 
will be installed in subsequent. years to fill out the program. 

Mr. Harpy. ‘I understand. 

The Cuarirman. I will read this: The committee knows what it is 
about. The Naval Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va.: Mainte- 
nance facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, supply 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $3,957,000. 

Captain Cuew. The fourth project is for the construction of 12 
line items at the Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va., 
at the total estimated cost of $3,957,000. The mission of this station 
is to perform various communication and research functions. Con- 
struction of this project is being programed in phase with the overall 
development plans of the station. 

The first line item is for maintenance shops at an estimated cost 
of $189,000. This facility will provide for repair and maintenance 
of equipment, buildings and vehicles. 
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The second line item is for a dispensary at an estimated cost of 
$122,000. This will provide a 5-bed dispensary of special design, 
and facilities for medical and dental care as well as X-ray and emer- 
gency operating facilities. This station requires adequate medical 
facilities since the nearest civilian hospital is located 38 miles away 
over a mountain road which could be impassable during winter 
weather. 

The third line item will provide for construction of an administra- 
tion building at an estimated cost of $213,000. This facility will pro- 
vide necessary administrative office space for the station, in addition 
to containing the post office and the automatic telephone switchboard 
system for 200 lines. 

The fourth line item will provide for construction of enlisted men’s 
barracks at an estimated cost of $465,000. These barracks are of per- 
manent construction for accommodating 240 bachelor chief petty of- 
ficers and enlisted personnel. The chief petty officers’ living quarters 
will be in an attached wing, and will be capable of housing 60 men. 

The fifth line item is for marine barracks at an estimated cost of 
$110,000. With the establishment of the naval radio research station, 
it will be necessary to provide a Marine Corps security detachment to 
orevent unauthorized entry into the antenna area and to control entry 
into classified areas of the central contro] laboratory. This facility 
will be a one-story building having a capacity for 60 men. 

The sixth line item will provide for a messhall at the estimated cost 
of $193,000. This provides a subsistence building of standard design 
complete with bakery, galley, and messing facilities for 250 enlisted 
men, and includes a chief petty officers’ and noncommissioned officers’ 
mess. 

The seventh line item will provide for construction of a bachelor 
officers’ quarters and mess at a cost of $552,000. This facility will be 
a standard two-story 50-room BOQ for accommodating 10 naval offi- 
cers, 25 semipermanently assigned civilians and a maximum of 35 
transient civilians. The civilians will be scientists and other special- 
ists. Their work will be at irregular hours and, since the nearest 
commercial accommodations are located 38 miles away over a moun- 
tainous road, it is necessary to provide these on-station facilities. 
The attached mess will have a seating eapacity for 52 personnel. 

The eighth line item will provide for construction of a fire station 
at an estimated cost of $57,000. This provides a one-company fire 
station of standard design which will provide berthing space for fire 
watch, shelter for one combination brush/structure fire engine and the 
fire chief’s car. 

The ninth line item will provide a Navy exchange-commissary at 
an estimated cost of $311,000. It will provide a combined Navy 
exchange-commissary for service to less than 500 military personnel 
and their dependents. 

The 10th line item will provide for a general warehouse at the esti- 
mated cost of $70,000. It will consist of a one-story, permanent 
building containing 10,400 square feet of space. Included in this 
building will be a supply office and a small stores salesroom. 

The 11th line item is to provide a recreation building at an esti- 
mated cost of $425,000. This facility will provide an indoor recrea- 
tion area having the following type facilities: All-purpose gym, bowl- 
ing alleys, EM club, library, educational center, classroom, hobby 
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shop, and office. The nature of this station requires that it be iso- 
lated ; consequently, it is necessary to provide recreation facilities for 
the assigned personnel for use during their off-duty hours. 
_ The 12th and final line item at Sugar Grove is for utilities and site 
improvement at an estimated cost of $1,250,000. This station, lo- 
cated in an isolated area, must be self-supporting with respect to all 
its utilities. This item will provide the necessary utilities and site 
improvement for the support facilities area. It includes water sup- 
ply, sewage collection and disposal, electric distribution, roads and 
parking, genera] grading, and a central heating plant. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 


The next is Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine: 


Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, com- 
munity facilities, administrative facilities, and ground improvements, 
$3,179,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 56. 

The CuHarrman. Page 56. 

Captain Cuew. The fifth project is for construction of six line 
items at the Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine, in the 
amount, of $3,179,000. The mission of this station is to provide very 
low frequency transmitting facilities to support the operation of sub- 
marine and surface forces and special communication in the North 
Atlantic and Arctic areas. 

The first line item is for the high-frequency-radio-transmitting fa- 
cilities at the estimated cost of $1,766,000. It will consist of antenna 
field, utilities, site improvements and two one-story buildings for 
housing transmitters and generators. The requirement for this item 
is the strategic need to provide a high-power, high-frequency-radio- 
transmitting facility to he operated in conjunction with the very low 
frequency facilities now under construction. In order to insure re- 
ception of all messages by all units of the fleet operating within the 
Marine broadcast areas, it is necessary to transmit radio signals on 
several high frequencies simultaneously with the very low frequency 
transmission. 

The second line item is for maintenance shops at the estimated cost 
of $381,000. This will provide a one-story building, parking space, 
and associated utilities. The requirement for this item is the provi- 
sion of adequate public works, antenna, and vehicle-maintenance fa- 


cilities required for logistic support of this new and remotely located’ 


strategic radio station. 
The third line item will provide for a warehouse and commissary 


at the estimated cost of $190,000. It will consist of a single-story,. 


ready issue, general warehouse with a small attached commissary 
store to provide facilities for genera] storage and for commissary 
operation. 

The fourth line item will provide a multipurpose building at the 
estimated cost of $624,000. This building will provide space for an 


administration office, mess, dispensary, exchange, barracks for 250: 


men, and recreation facilities. 

The fifth line item will provide for construction of a fire station at 
a cost of $78,000. It will be a single-story, two-vehicle structure with 
parking apron and associated utilities, 

The sixth line item is for security facilities at the estimated cost of 


$140,000. The functional military requirement for this item is the: 
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provision of adequate security facilities required for the protection 
of this strategic, remotely located radio station. This item will pro- 
vide for controlled access to restricted operations and administration 
areas and to the antenna field. These facilities consist of 15,620 
linear feet of chain-link fence, two gatehouses, floodlighting, and an 
alarm system. 

The Cuarrman. Now tell the committee something more about that. 
That is for high-frequency-radio-transmitting facilities, which in- 
cludes shops, warehouse, and commissaries and multiple-purpose build- 
ings. What is multiple-purpose buildings as used here? Is every- 
thing going to be housed in that one building ? 

Admiral Virpen. This is for administration and dispensary, Mr. 
Chairman, and similar administrative purposes of this VLF station. 
The Cuarrman, All right, without objection, it is approved. 

Now the next is the radio station at Winter Harbor, Maine: Troop 
housing, $271,000. 

Captain Cuew. The sixth project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Winter Harbor, Maine, for provision of barracks at the estimated 
cost of $271,000. The mission of this isolated station is to perform 
naval security group functions as directed by the.Chief of Naval Op- 
erations. This project will replace five temporary quonset barracks 
which are unsuitable for an area that has a rigorous winter season. 
The facility will be a 110-men capacity, permanent-type barracks con- 
sisting of two stories and basement and will also provide space for an 
enlisted men’s dayroom, a CPO dayroom, laundry area, office, storage 
space and armory. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 58. 

The CuatrmMan. 58. That is barracks. All right. Without ob- 
jection, we agree to that. Now all these barracks are. going to be 
built 

Admiral Virpen. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Costing approximately the same amount at each 
installation ? 

Admiral] Peurter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have a standard form, and you try to have the 
cost within line in each place where you build the barracks; you can’t 
work it mathematically on account of freight, labor, and those things; 
but you do try to keep it in line? 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir. 

The Cratrman. We have the same accommodation in the barracks 
in the different: places. 

Admiral Pertirer. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, gentlemen, very much. 

Now the next is “Office of Naval Research Facilities. Naval Re- 
search Laboratory, District of Columbia, research, development, and 
test facilities, $1,591,000.” 


STATEMENT OF CHIEF OF NAVAL RESEARCH, REAR ADM. R. BENNETT, USN, OFFICE 
oF NAVAL RESEAROH, NAVY DEPARTMENT, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY FISCAL 
Year 1960, Crass 10 


The program of military construction sponsored by the Office of Naval Re- 
search for fiscal year 1960 consists of one project for a high-level radiation 
laboratory at the Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, D.C., at an estimated 
cost of $1.591 million. This project is urgently needed to meet the requirement 
for necessary tests of, and research with, irradiated materials. The project will 
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provide a facility for use in obtaining data on the damaging effects of neutron 
radiation on construction materials which are most essential for solving many 
problems in design of nuclear-powered submarines, surface ships, and aircraft. 

Captain Curew. This line item will provide for the construction of 
a research facility within a portion of an existing building for the 
study of radiation phenomena below the range of 10,000 curies. This 
facility will contain five high-level radiation test cells with walls of 
high-density concrete, radiologically warm work areas, and other 
work and decontamination areas. It will permit research into the 
many design problems of authorized and future nuclear-powered ships, 
submarines, and aircraft which can be solved only after radiation 
data are obtained. Facilities for the conducting of research by use 
of remote controls will also be provided. 

The Cuatrman. Now, who is in charge of that? 

Admiral Bennett. I am, sir. Rear Admiral Bennett, Chief of 
Naval Research. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Admiral, will you tell us about what this 
naval research facilities is? 

Now this is a high-level radiation laboratory ? 

Admiral Bennett. High-level radiation, Mr. Chairman. This per- 
tains to the use of neutrons in the testing materials for future con- 
struction of ships, aircraft, submarines, and so forth. 

The Cuarrman. Where is this work carried on here in the District 
of Columbia? 

Admiral Bennett. This is the work carried on with the reactor, 
which has formally been provided to the laboratory, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where are the buildings? 

Admiral Bennert. Right over here at the Naval Research Building 
at Anacostia. 

Mr. Krrcentn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrcentn. Does this have any relation to the bids that were re- 
cently sent out by the Atomic Energy Commission to private enterprise 
to do this testing? 

Admiral Bennett. No, sir. This is the Navy’s own testing, with 
a reactor previously furnished, which is at the Naval Research Labora- 
tory atthe moment. There is no connection with the AEC. 

Mr. Krrcutn. No interlapping in jurisdiction one way or the other? 

Admiral Bennett. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Admiral. 

Now the next is outside the United States. Shipbuilding facilities. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, this year the unclassified portion 
of the Navy’s program for development of our overseas bases amounts 
to $42,265,000, which is about 24 percent of the overall program. It 
consists of 26 line items at 18 stations. One of these items is at the 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for $760,000. It is not in the 
authorization bill. When we come to “Yards and docks facilities” in 
the bill, we propose to ask the chairman’s permission to discuss this 
item with the purpose of adding it to our program. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 60. 

The Cuarrman. Airship repair facility, Guam, Mariana Islands: 
Operational facilities, $507,000. 
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Captain Cuew. The first class of overseas projects is shipyard fa- 
cilities which includes only one project at the naval ship repair facil- 
ity, Guam, Mariana Islands, for rehabilitation of wharves at an esti- 
mated cost of $507,000. The ship repair facility provides logistic 
support, including drydocking, overhaul, repair, alteration, and con- 
version of naval ships and service craft and ships of other Govern- 
ment departments as assigned. It also performs voyage and emer- 
gency repairs and related work for naval ships. To assure suitable 
berthing for ships undergoing repairs the present wharves must be 
rehabilitated. The wharves are 3,000 feet in length, provide 5 berths, 
and comprise the entire berthing capacity available at the ship re- 
pair facility. They were built shortly after World War II, using 
steel sheet piling and coral fill. Much of the piling and fill have 
failed and require rehabilitation and replacement so that the wharves 
may be restored to adequate use. This line item must be accomplished 
as soon as possible, as delay will greatly increase the cost of rehabili- 
tation or require complete new construction. 

The Cratrman. Tell us briefly what kind of navy yard ship re- 
pair facilities we have at Guam? Guam is being administered now 
by the Interior Department, is it not ? 

Admiral Honstncer. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Honstncer. The island is, but the naval repair facility 
at Guam 

The Cuatrman. I know, the island is being administered by the 
Interior Department. 

Admiral Honstnecer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The Navy used to administer the island ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And they took it away from the Navy and gave 
the administration of the island to the Interior Department. 

Now the Navy and the other services have military installations 
on Guam; isn’t that correct ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir; that is right. 

The CHarrman. And one of yours is a ship repair facility ? 

Admiral Honstneer. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Is there a drydock there ? 

Admiral Honstncrr. We have floating drydocks there. We have 
a small facility capable of handling voyage repairs to the fleet—de- 
stroyers, cruisers—— 

The Cuarrman. What is the Navy personnel at Guam, for all your 
activities at Guam ? 

Mr. Hess. Page 60. 
ue Cuarrman. Page 60 of the justification and page 16 of the 

ill. 

What is the total number of Navy personnel we have at Guam? 

Mr. Kitpay. 594, it says here. 

Captain Curew. We will have to supply that for the record, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuamman. What. 

Captain Cuzw. We'will have to supply that for the record, Mr. 
Chairman. 


34066—59—No. 17——11 
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(The information requested by the committee is as follows:) 

There are 2,827 naval personnel permanently assigned to duty ashore on the 
island of Guam. This number does not include personnel temporarily based 
ashore or transients or personnel assigned to ships, or dependents. 

The Cuatrrman. What other naval activities at Guam besides this 
ship repair base? 

Captain Cuew. We have an air station. 

The Cuarrman. You have an air station ? 

Captain Cuzw. We have a supply center. Also we have an ammu- 
nition depot, and a communications station, and a hospital. 

The CHarrman. Now, has the harbor ever been dredged out? Have 
you sufficient depth in the harbor now to admit all types of craft? 

Captain Cuew. It would not admit the largest type, sir, to the 
inner harbor. 

The Cuatmrman. Any money in this bill for dredging the harbor at 
uam ? 

Captain Cuew. There is no money in this bill for dredging the 
harbor, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we did have it up a number of years ago and 
that was the only time the Naval Affairs Committee was defeated on 
the floor of the House. We tried to fortify Guam because we could 
see the Japanese danger, and we lost that one. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. The harbor is in pretty good condition ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the Navy has a considerable amount of instal- 
lations there? 

Admiral Honsrncer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. The Air Force and the Army have something. 

Mr. Ketitener. The Army is just about out of there. 

The Cuarrman. The Army is just about out. All right. 

You can accommodate what type ships now at the ship repair 
facilities ? 

Admiral Honsrneer. Cruisers, destroyers, and fleet auxiliaries. 

The Cuarrman. Aircraft carriers cannot go in there? 

Admiral Honstncer. Aircraft carriers come into the outer harbor, 
Mr. Chairman. I am not sure that they can come into the inner 
harbor. They come into the outer harbor, just a few hundred yards 
away. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now the next item in the bill is “Aviation facilities.” 

Captain Cuew. The next facilities class in the overseas portion of 
the program is aviation facilities in the total amount of $41,222,000. 
The unclassified aviation facilities, which we are discussing at this 
time, are at 7 stations and consist of 12 line items at the cost of $21,704,- 
000. The remaining aviation facilities, for $19,518,000, are classified, 
and will be outlined later in our presentation. 

The Cuarrman. Naval Station, Argentia, Canada: Troop housing 
and community facilities, $4,133,000. 

Captain Cuew. The first project is at the Naval Station, Argentia, 
Newfoundland, Canada. It includes two line items at the estimated 
cost of $4,133,000. This is a key station for many of the elements of 
our North Atlantic Defense System. It provides support for fleet 
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operations, antisubmarine warfare, airborne ear) { warning, surface 
barriers, and search and rescue operations, as well as general logistic 
support for certain service craft, occasional support for transient 
weather vessels and emergency repair facilities for Atlantic Fleet sur- 
face units. 

Item No. 1 at Argentia is to provide barracks for 1,008 men at an 
estimated cost of $3,620,000. All the barracks at Argentia are tem- 
porary wooden buildings constructed by the U.S. Army in 1942. They 
were designed for limited life. This fact, the shortage of desirable 
building materials and a dearth of skilled labor at the time, resulted 
in inferior construction. These built-in deficiencies, and the lack of 
preventive maintenance measures during World War II and the sub- 
sequent period when the station was in a reduced status, brought the 
buildings to a deplorable structural condition. In 1955 an effort was 
made to rehabilitate some of these buildings. The barracks on the 
south side of the station were found to be in better condition than the 
north-side barracks and were improved to some extent to provide 
1,250 enlisted berthing spaces. At that time, it was tentatively 
planned to raze the north-side barracks because of their deteriorated 
condition, but the large increase in personnel which resulted from the 
assignment of AEW squadrons to Argentia in 1956, precluded this 
action. These north-side barracks, now in even more deplorable con- 
dition, will be replaced by the proposed new units. 

The second line item of this station is recreation facilities at the 
estimated cost of $513,000. The existing recreation facilities at this 
remote station are in temporary type wood frame buildings in an area 
which will be used for operational development. These facilities will 
be utilized not only by the military personnel, but also by their de- 
pendents. With relatively short summers and severe, long winters, 
the provision of adequate recreation facilities will have a tremendous 
morale-boosting effect. 

The Cuarrman. Who is here now on that? 

Mr. Kettruer. Page 61. 

The Cuatrman. Page 61. 

Captain Cuew. I wilt speak to that, Mr. Chairman. 

_ The Cuarrman. All right, sir. Now let’s see. This is family hous- 
ing, rental guaranty. Tell us how many family houses you have and 
how much rental guaranty is involved ? 

Captain Cuew. I thought, Mr. Chairman, we would get to the 
housing all in one lump. 

The CuarrMan. Allright, Good. 

Captain Cuew. Aye, aye, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then there are barracks. We will do the same 
thing with barracks. : 

Recreation facilities. Now you only have recreation facilities in 
the amount of $901,000. 

Mr. Ke.tener. $513,000, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Cuew. $513,000. 

Mr. Kizpay. The last column. 

The Cuatrman. On yes, $513,000, 

’ What kind of recreational facilities are there? 
Captain Cuew. The existing facilities are an old temporary build- 


ing, wood frame, in an area which has been used for operational 
development. 
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These facilities will be utilized not only by the military personnel 
but by their dependents also in this remote station. 

In the relatively short summers and the severe, long winters, the 
provisions of adequate recreational facilities will have a tremendous 
morale-boosting effect. They would include bowling alleys, courts, 
and indoor recreational facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Bowling alleys, courts? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Baseball fields and anything else? 

Captain Cuew. No, sir, this is a building, sir. 

The Carman. A building? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mal Cuarrman. All right. What is the total number of personnel 
there 

Captain Cuew. The total planned in 1960 is 4,615. 

The Cuarrman. All connected with naval aviation ? 

Captain Cuew. Not necessarily naval aviation, but they are all—— 

The Cuatrman. That is the total Navy ? 

Captain Curew. Total Navy, yes, sir, 4,615. 

The Cuarrman. 4,600. 

Now the next one is the Naval Air Station—Mr. Kelleher, what is 
the Japanese name? 

Mr. Keiener. Atsugi. 

The Cuarrman. All right, $1,640,000. 

Cxptain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the next project is at the Naval Air 
Station, Atsugi, Japan. It will provide runway overlay pavement at 
an estimated cost of $1,640,000. ‘The mission of this station is to main- 
tain and operate facilities to support regular operations of the fleet, 
antisubmarine and air transport operations plus tactical support of 
carrier and Fleet Marine Force aircraft. The present runway was 
constructed by the Japanese Navy during World War II. When the 
United States took over in 1945, the runway consisted of 5,000 feet 
of poor grade concrete, 2 to 3 inches thick, laid on a base of flat, 
broien stone. We reinforced the runway and extended its length 
to 7,000 feet. Then, in 1954, the runway was lengthened an additional 
1,000 feet. The average number of landings at this field is now 8,000 

r month with a high of 12,000 landings reached in a single month. 
Due to this volume of traffic, most of it by the newer, heavier aircraft, 
the poor condition of the runway, especially the original section, 
has become critical. It must be corrected for continued operations. 

The Cuarrman. Now why are we spending money of a permanent 
character in Japan? ; 

Captain Curew. Well, presently we use that field. It has excessive 
use right now. It was built by the Japanese, that is the Japanese 
Navy in World War II, and when the United States took over in 1945, 
the runway consisted of about 5,000 feet of very poor grade concrete, 
2 or 3 inches thick. We reinforced the runway and extended it to 
about 7,000 feet. 2 

Then in 1954 the runway was lengthened an additional 1,000 feet. 

In answer to your question of the use, the average number of land- 
ings at this field is now about 8,000 per month, with a high of 12,000. 
And due to the volume of traffic, most of it in the newer, heavier jet 
type aircraft that come from the carriers, the condition of the runway 
has become critical. It must be corrected for continued operation, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Now I see from the book there are 1,169 acres, and 
it is on a leased basis. 

Captain Curw. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the fee is not in the government. It belongs 
to Japanese nationals or the Japanese Government. And you have a 
contract agreement with them at the expiration of our abandonment, 
where it reverts back to the owners, is that correct ? 

Captain Cuew. It would revert back to them, yes, sir, if we aban- 
doned it. h 

The Cuarrman, Now, what is the total amount that we have in- 
vested on this leased land? You know our policy is not to make 
permanent improvements and make heavy investments on leased 
property. How much have we invested in it ? 

aptain Curew. About 414 million dollars—$,4,464,000, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And when the lease expires—now what is the 
term of the lease ? 

Captain Cuew. Just a second, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Anyone can tell the length of the details? 

Admiral Petter. Not on this. It is a State Department arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. Smarr. It is a treaty arrangement. 

The Cuarmrman. What Navy personnel, under treaty, do we keep, 
in personnel? What Navy personnel, of all types? 

Captain Cuew, We have forces stationed at Sasebo and Yokosuka, 
we have forces at Atsugi; and we have Marines at Iwakuni. Those 
are the main stations. We also have a communication station near 
Yokosuka. 

The Cuarrman. Put in the record the total Navy personnel bil- 
leted in Japan. 

Captain Cuew. Aye, aye, sir. 

(The information requested by the committee is as follows:) 

There are 4,546 naval personnel permanently assigned to duty ashore in 
Japan. This number does not include personnel temporarily based ashore or 
transients or personnel assigned to ships or dependents. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, does the Air Force have any mission there, too? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, let’s find out how much the 
Air Force has. 

Has the Army any there? 

Mr, KeLLeHeEr. oma 

Captain Curew. The Army has some, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The Army is practically out of Japan, is it not? 

Mr. Ketiener. I would say, yes. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. It 1s just the Air Force now and the Navy. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is that due to the close proximity to Korea, that 
we keep personnel in Japan? 

Captain Cuew. Well, it is our fartherest western outpost at the 
present time, sir, 

The Cuarrman. Have you examined what kind of arrangements 
we have now with reference to this leased land ? 
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Captain Cuerw. I think the lease—as you say, Admiral—with the 
State Department handling it. I am not sure, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Well, let’s pass this over for the time being and 
look into it a little bit further. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, I think we should note, too, what the esti- 
mated future authorization is for. Fourteen million they are pro- 
posing. 

The Cuarrman. I saw that one in here. So let’s pass this one over 
and we will get some more information on this. 

Now the next is “Naval Air Station, Bermuda; troop housing, 
$295,000.” 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the next project is at the Naval 
Station, Bermuda, to provide barracks spaces for 100 enlisted men at 
an estimated cost of $295,000. The mission of this station is to main- 
tain and operate facilities and provide services and material to sup- 
port operations of aviation activities and units of the operating forces 
of the Navy and other assigned activities and units. There are five 
barracks buildings on the station. Two of them are permanent struc- 
tures and the remaining three are temporary wooden buildings built 
during World War II. The three temporary buildings have de- 
teriorated to such an extent that they will have to be torn down within 
a few years. All barracks, both permanent and temporary are over- 
crowded with almost 1,000 men living in spaces intended for only 750. 
The provision of this item will alleviate the overcrowding aspect to 
a considerable extent. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Page 63. 

The CHarrMan. All right. What kind of naval activity have we at 
Bermuda that justifies—— 

Captain Cuew. We have some air station facilities there. We also 
_ oceanographic research facilities. The rest of it is a classified 
title, sir. 

Mr. Krrcntn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question right there ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krroutn. I notice here that approximately $32 million improve- 
ments have been made without any land cost. - Aa you any lease ar- 
rangement or what arrangement have you on the property ? 

Captain Cuew. I think this is the 99-year lease with the British, sir, 
in regard to the turnover of destroyers in World War II. 

The Cuatrrman. Now Captain, getting back to the base in Japan, 
it is for the extension of runways? 

Admiral Perrier. No; it is an overlay, Mr. Chairman, on an exist- 
ing runway. 

Captain Cuew. It is a repair. 

Admiral Pettmr. That is badly cracking up. 

The Cuarrman. It is reinforcing it. It is satisfactory now, isn’t it? 

Admiral Pettrer. We can operate today. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, 

Admiral Petrmr. Mr. Chairman, but it is going—— 

The Cuarrman. You are making a good record over there now, with 
it as it is. 

Admiral Pextier. It is going very fast, the progression—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right. I mean you are making a good 
record. 
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Admiral Prttter. Well, we are operating off of it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Pettier. I was there in September and we are keeping a 
very close check on it. As we make these periodic crack surveys, it 
shows that it is going awfully fast. 

The Cuarrman. I know, but we may not use it as much in the future 
as we have in the past. Why wouldn’t it be in the interest of economy 
to knock this little item out, of $1,600,000 until next year, when we can 
study this thing a little bit better as far as this station is concerned. 

Admiral Perrier. Mr. Chairman, could I go off the record for a 
minute ? 

Mr. Kettener. This is an open hearing. 

Admiral Prrtrer. Oh, I am sorry. 

Admiral Winson. Mr. Chairman, may I say this? It is the main 
— support field for the carriers that come into repair for Yoko- 
suka. 

The Cuarrman. We don’t repair any major ships in Japan. It is 
always done in our own yards. We just took care of one at Guam, 
which can take care of a cruiser. And airplane carriers generally can 

et back to home port—Seattle or Bremerton or Hunters Point or 
Guam or some place. So there is no need to try to make a case on 
that point. 

Admiral Witson. That is a long distance, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I know. That is what they are built for, to 
travel a long distance. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, I would like to add one thought to 
this. As you know in Atsugi the planes that are damaged beyond the 
repair capacity of the carrier forces are brought in Atsugi and there 
repaired by Japanese—— 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is your responsibility today. All you 
are getting ready to do is to put some black topping—some cement on 
top of the cement that is there now. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And just having it a little bit smoother. There 
are a few bumps there now from all that travel. [Laughter.] No 
accidents happening there? 

Admiral Wison. Yes, sir. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. And plus the fact that with a deterio- 
rated runway and the use of jets you run the chance of damaging your 


jets. 

The Cuarrman. Well, jets are flying so fast they can’t hardly land 
anyway. [Laughter.] 

All right, let’s get back now. 

Mr. Stratton. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question in that con- 
nection ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Stratton. Could somebody tell us to what extend this runway 
might be required in the event that things were to flare up in Formosa ? 

dmiral Pertrer. That was the point I was going to make, but I 

think that is a classified area. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Srratron. I mean isn’t the fact that this would be something 
we could call on in the event that hostilities would break out there— 
that isn’t a classified fact, is it ? 
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Admiral Wizson. This was extensively used during the Korean in- 
cident, and still is. 

Mr. Stratton. If this thing isn’t in good working condition, let’s 
say in May, in case the Russians put the squeeze on Formosa at the 
same time they do in Berlin, this might hamper our operational capa- 
bility, might it not? 

Admiral Wixson. That is correct. 

Captain Curew. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. After listening to the question of Mr. Stratton, 
in the language of Cain to Paul, “Thou persuades me.” We approve 
the item. 

Admiral Pe.trer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Now we go to the item: “Marine Corps Air Station, 
ngs Point, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Operational facilities,” 

576,000. 

Captain Curw. The fourth project is in the Philippine Islands, at 

the Naval Air Station, Cubi Point. It will provide a liquid oxygen 

enerator transfer facility at an estimated cost of $76,000. This station 
as the mission to provide facilities to support regular operations of 
fleet carriers, reconnaissance, and occasional operation of antisub- 
marine attack and transport aircraft. The requirement for breathing 
oxygen for the pilots and crews of the newer, high-performance air- 
craft is best satisfied by use of liquid oxygen. This facility will not 
only provide for storage and transfer of the liquid oxygen, but it will 
make Cubi Point the only Navy activity in the western Pacific with a 
manufacturing capability, a fact which will permit 7th Fleet 
carriers, when they tie up to the pier, to shut down their machinery 
long enough to perform necessary maintenance and emergency repairs. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Marine Corps Air Station in Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, T.H.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $47,000. 

Captain Cuew. The next project is at the Marine Corps Air Station, 
Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, T.H., to provide a liquid oxygen transfer build- 
ing at an estimated cost of $47,000. The mission of this station is to 
maintain and operate facilities and provide services and material to 
support operations of Marine Corps aviation activities and units of the 
rveteng forces of the Navy and other assigned activities and units. 
The requirement is to provide breathing oxygen to the pilots and crews 
of the newer jet aircraft but, unlike the facility proposed at Cubi 
Point, no generating capacity will be provided since the liquid oxygen 
is available from commercial sources in Hawaii. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P.R.: Operational facilities, hos- 
pital and medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $3,579,000. 

Captain Curew. Mr. Chairman, our next project is at the Naval 
Station, Roosevelt Roads, P.R. It includes six line items at the 
estimated cost of $3,579,000. The mission of this station is to main- 
tain and operate facilities and provide services and material to sup- 
port operating forces of the Navy, Fleet aviation units assigned 
guided-missile programs, guided-missile units, patrol, carrier, utility, 
and other assigned units and activities. 

Item No. 1 at Roosevelt Roads is the second increment of the Com- 
munication and Radar Center at an estimated cost of $1,403,000. 
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The first increment of this item was authorized last year in the 
amount of $3,186,000. This increment will complete the permanent 
facility, which will permit positive control, surveillance, and com- 
munication capability over the entire operations areas. It will pro- 
vide for the safety of all commercial and military ships and aircraft 
in the area, maintain reliable communication with the Aviation Traffic 
Control Center, San Juan, and with the Air Force Missile Test Center 
for coordination of the joint use of the guided-missile range facilities. 

The second line item is for expansion of a pier at an estimated cost 
of $619,000. The buildup of Roosevelt Roads as a base for all types 
of guided-missile training has naturally resulted in a huge increase in 
the volume of equipment, supplies, and cargo received by this station. 
The existing pier is too short to adequately accommodate the average 
oceangoing ship and has many times necessitated the turning around 
of a ship at the pier in order to work all hatches. Also, the narrow- 
ness of the pier limits full unloading operations and results in the 
development of frequent bottlenecks. 

The next line item is the second increment for construction of a 
station hospital and dental clinic at an estimated cost of $872,000. The 
first increment, which was authorized in the fiscal year 1957 program, 
provides the basic hospital, consisting of surgical, dressing, and X-ray 
rooms, plus a 10-bed sickbay. This second increment includes addi- 
tional rooms for operating, examination, and treatment, and increases 
the capacity to a 50-bed hospital. 

The fourth line item is for barracks and mess at the estimated cost 
of $45,000. These facilities are necessary to house 15 personnel who 
are to be assigned to the Communication and Radar Center at Rico 
del Este, approximately 15 miles from the main base. The center 
must be manned on an around-the-clock basis, consequently, the per- 
sonnel must be available at all times for performance of surveillance 
of the missile ranges. 

The fifth item is for the rehabilitation of a laundry and drycleaning 
plant at an estimated cost of $443,000. The only laundry service now 
available is a laundromat setup entirely inadequate even for the rela- 
tively small base loading of the past few years. With the steady 
buildup to over 10 times the current base loading, there is no possibility 
that the present service could be expanded to meet the needs. An 
existing building will be rehabilitated and altered to provide an ade- 
quate facility. 

The final line item at Roosevelt Roads is for an electric power sub- 
station at an estimated cost of $197,000. The shops, hangars, and 
other facilities for guided missiles, as well as the new personnel facili- 
ties, place a rapidly increasing demand for electrical power which can 
only be met by the proposed facility. 

The Cuarrman. Now let’s see about that. What page is Roosevelt 
Roads on? 

Mr. Hess. Page 66. 

The CuarrMAN. Communication repair center, enlargement of piers, 
barracks, hospital mess, rehabilitation of laundry and drycleaning 
plant, electrical power substation. 

Now tell us a little about this station at Roosevelt Roads in Puerto 
Rico. How large a station is it? 

Captain Cuew. The mission of the station, Mr. Chairman, is to 
maintain and operate facilities and provide services and material to 
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support the operating forces of the Navy, including fleet aviation and 
units assigned to guided-missile programs, guided-missile units, patrol, 
carrier, utility, and other types. 

The CHammMan. Well, we have invested there now $41 million. We 
own 10,484 acres of land. This is a very important station. Without 
objection, we approve this item. 

Now the next one is the Naval Air Station, Rota, Spain, “Opera- 
tional facilities, $11,934,000.” 

Captain Cuew. The final project in the unclassified portion of the 
overseas aviation facilities is for dredging of the harbor at the Naval 
Air Station, Rota, Spain, at an estimated cost of $11,934,000. The 
mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and provide 
services and material to support operations of aviation activities and 
units of the operating forces of the Navy and other assigned activities 
and units. The location of Rota in the southwestern part of Spain, 
facing the Atlantic Ocean, enables it to serve, not only Atlantic Fleet 
units, but also the Sixth Fleet. It is also the delivery point for petro- 
leum and its products for U.S. Air Force bases in Spain. While 
original plans called for at least a 40-foot harbor depth to permit its 
use by our larger carriers and the newer tankers, dredging to date has 
provided for only a 10-meter (approximately 33 feet) depth. How- 
ever, all piling under waterfront structures will allow the greater 


a 
r. Kettener. Page 67. 

The Cuarrman. Now Captain, I examined this and it looks like we 
can pass this item over for the time being because from the information 
I have it is not urgently needed at this time. This is to dredge the 
harbor 33 feet, and you are right down to coral rock today. Why 
can’t this item go over at least for another year? 

Captain Cuew. I would like to speak to that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, speak right out. 

Captain Cuew. If we do not dredge it, then our ships of the 
Forrestal class, the Midway class, and the big tankers can’t go in 
alongside the piers. 

The piers have been designed for a depth of 40 feet, and this incre- 
ment of the dredging has gone to approximately —— 

The Cuamman. Thirty-three feet. 

Captain Cuew. Thirty-three feet, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Captain Cuew. Ten meters. 

Without the additional dredging, those ships can’t utilize the harbor. 

The Cuarrman. Is that right? 

Captain Cuew. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now I grant you that a heavy-loaded large tanker 
can’t goin there. I grant you that the Forrestal class can’t go in there. 
But for the time being why can’t we let this item ride until next year 
at least ? 

Now you see—I think you have a very fine bill. There are only two 
places—this place and another place—I think the committee could 
afford to cut you. Because I have examined this very carefully ever 
since the 10th day of February. 

I want to compliment ihe Mivy for offering such a close bill. 
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There is only this item and another place in the bill that I think 
the committee would be warranted in trying to bring about a small 
reduction in the amount you ask for. i 

Captain Cuew. I would like to point out, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
available equally to units in the Atlantic as well as to those in the 6th 
Fleet. It would bea very valuable asset. 

The CHairman. Well, I know that. We could spend money on 
everything. But we can’t—this is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. Now you are not going to suffer at all. Of course 
I know you are going to fight for every item in the bill. That is what 
you are up here for. And you are making good strong arguments 
and you will always make good, strong arguments. 

I think in this item here, we can afford to strike this $11 million out, 
and another place reducing it from $17 million to $10 million, which 
we will get to a little later. Then that will be a reduction of about 8 
percent in the overall asked for by the Navy. Then you have come 
along here with various amendments and almost taken that 8 per- 
cent away. 

Sol = know where we will wind up if we follow everything you 
suggested. 

aptain Caew. Mr. Chairman, our amendments have decreased it. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Captain Cuew. Our amendments have decreased it, not increased 
it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. It won’t be even a 10-percent reduc- 
tion in the total amount of your bill. 

Mr. Kiipay. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krzpay. At Rota you have an airbase ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kipay. And what will the harbor be used for? Of course, 
that is beginning with the pipeline, isn’t it ? 

; —— Cuew. Yes, sir. It also supplies the Air Force, you see, 
in Spain. 

Mr. Kitpay. And you say that it is just the largest tankers that 
can’t get in to supply the pipeline ? 

Captain Curw. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. So you can continue to supply it with the small 
tankers ? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Baa Kitpay. Now, what else? Why would the carriers come in 
there ? : 

Admiral Wison. That is a very important point, Mr. Kilday, in 
that damaged aircraft that can’t be flown off—in that case these 
carriers can come in alongside the piers and the planes can be wheeled 
off without risk of further damage. If they have to lie in the open 
road instead and be put in barges and then hauled ashore, you are 
putting very expensive equipment under extra handling jeopardy 
that this can well avoid. 

Mr. Kizpay. But that is the only purpose for which you would 
want the carriers along dockside, other than convenience ? 
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Captain Cuew. Convenience, yes, in supply and fueling and in the 
handling of aircraft. 

The Cuatrman. Well, may I say, Mr. Kilday, that my history of 
naval matters caused me long years ago to think that a skillful 
skipper always dreaded to have to bring any type of ship, particu- 
larly as large as a battleship or a carrier, un to a pier. They prefer 
ordinarily to anchor out in open space. Here you are going to bring 
the Forrestal type right up against the pier. It is always a risky 
and hazardous undertaking to do so. 

You don’t use the piers down at Norfolk very much. Hampton 
Roads is full of ships anchored out there all the time. That is the 
proper thing todo. 

I think, members, we won’t hurt this thing at all if we let this 
item go over until 1960. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a very, very important 
item. 

The Cuarrmn. I know it is important. 

Mr. Hess. I was over there in December. We completed a very 
expensive breakwater. We have completed a pier over there. 

The Cuatrman. Every bit of the oil can come in there for the 
pipeline, as just developed by Mr. Kilday, in smaller tankers. 

Mr. Hess. That is right. 

The Cuamman. The large ones can’t get in there. 

Mr. Kexiener. The larger oilers can get in, Mr. Chairman, if they 
merely lighten themselves somewhat. It is common practice. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. I mean loaded down to full ca- 
pacity, they will draw more than 33 feet. 

Other ships can get in there. Thirty-three feet is a pretty good 
harbor. We want to go deeper. But we can do it later. Let’s don’t 
try to do it all in one afternoon. 

Mrs. St. Georce. Mr. Chairman, could I speak to that ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Because I visited Rota, too. The thing I am fear- 
ful about and maybe the captain can enlighten me on this: Aren’t we 
going to undo some of the work that has already been done there, if 
we don’t continue this dredging ? 

Captain Cuew. That is right. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Isn’t there going to be a certain amount of seepage 
and a certain amount of filling up of the harbor, so when we go 
back we will have to do more? 

Mr. Ke.tener. No, ma’am; this isa solid bottom. 

The Cuarrman. That may be true. That dredging goes on here 
all the time, to 50 feet. 

Mr. Kettener. Not here, however. 

The Cuatrman. But they are down to the coral rock in this harbor. 

Captain Cuew. We are down to the coral. 

The Cuarrman. They have taken all the silt down. It is going to 
cost some money to do it and that is the reason they put the $11 
million in there. 

Captain Cuew. In answer to your question, Mrs. St. George, I doubt 
if the harbor will silt because it is down to coral. 

However, the pier footings and all the accommodations are designed 
for 40 feet. 
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Mr. Krrcuin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question right there? 

The CuairMan. Yes, sir. ] 

Mr. Krrcurn. In the matter of time, once you started the dredging 
operation, since you are down to coral rock, how long would it take 
you to dredge it, Captain ? 

Captain Cuew. I would have to ask Admiral Peltier that. 

Admiral Petrier. Again, Mr. Kitchin, it would depend upon the 
type of material you are dredging out. In this particular case I think 
you would have to shoot some of it, which would be a longer job. I 
would say we would probably have an 18-month job here. 

Mr. Kircuin. Once you start, you would have 18 months to com- 

lete it? 
. Admiral Perrier. Depending again on how fast the contractor 
wanted to push it. If he brings in more equipment why—it is a little 
hard to say. But what we do want to do here is take this in one 
bite so we can get good American equipment and contractors to do 
this job. 

The CuarrMan. Well, let’s take it next year. 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Wamp ter. In comparison to the other projects that you have, 
Captain, how do you compare this with some of the other structures 
that you have had as far as priority is concerned ? 

Captain Cuew. I would say in answer to that, Mr. Wampler, that 
we have gone over this program and it is so tight that I would hate 
to have to arrange these items in priority numerically. It is almost 
impossible. They have been cut and cut and cut. 

I would say that this is a very important project. 

Mr. Wameter. Thank you. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is the American equipment available over there 
now to do this? 

Admiral Prxrrer. No. The dredging is being done now by a 
French dredging outfit—I think it is Dumoz. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Then you said something about good American 
equipment to do the job. That is the reason—— 

Admiral Prrttmr. This is the rugged portion of this dredging job. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It is not a question of having it in now so you could 
keep the contractor there with his equipment, is it ? 

Admiral Pettmer. Not necessarily ; no, sir. 

The Cuartrman. Mr. Chamberlain. 

Mr. Cuampertarn. Mr. Chairman, I, too, have visited Rota this 
past November. I was impressed that your operation there, your 
long-range plan, will specifically enable you to bring your carriers 
alongside the dock; is that correct ? 

Captain Cuew. That is correct. 

Mr. Cuampertain. You built runways and everything else to taxi 
these | pacvon up to your other operation there. 

if I may, I would like to inquire about the arrangement of our lease 
with Spain. As I recall it, it was going to expire here in a very short 
period of time. When is that coming up for renegotiation? 

Captain Cuew. 1963, sir. 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 1963? 

Captain Curw. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now members of the committee, while I know that 
a great many of you think it is an ideal base—it has been developed by 
the Navy and it was a very important place, where the pipeline com- 
mences, but we must make an outstanding record in the consideration 
of this bill as far as the Navy is concerned. I move that the 
$11,934,000 item be deleted from the bill at this time. 

All in favor of the motion hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Eight, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuartrman. All opposed hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smart. Eight, Mr.Chairman. A tie vote. 

The Cuarrman. It stays in the bill. 

The next item is Navy Supply Center, Pearl Harbor, $4,796,000. 

Well, now, we know about that one. 

Captain Cuew. Mr. Chairman, the next class of facilities in the 
program for overseas stations is supply facilities. There is only one 

roject in this group in the total amount of $4,796,000. It is at Naval 
upply Center, Pearl Harbor, T.H., and consists of two line items. 

& first line item is for the conversion of existing underground 
bunker oil storage to urgently required aviation fuel storage at an 
estimated cost of $4,626,000. The present above-ground storage 
capacity for aviation fuels is insufficient to meet the increased require- 
ments in addition to not meeting the underground protection criterion. 
The repositioning of Navy fuel stocks to the forward areas will make 
the existing underground oil tankage at Pearl Harbor available for 
conversion to aviation fuel at a cost far less than that of new con- 
struction. The line item consists of converting four of the 300,000- 
barrel underground tanks by cleaning, altering and installing pipe- 
line and lading facilities. 

The second line item is for alterations within an existing building 
for installation of electronic data processing machines, at a cost of 
$170,000. This project is similar to the EDPM projects at three con- 
tinental supply activities which I described previously. The item 
calls for the modification of a 5,100-square-foot area in an existing 
building suitable for operation of the rented equipment. The work in- 
cludes installation of new floors, ceilings, partitions, special electrical 
power and lighting and air conditioning. 

The CuairmMan. Without objection, that item is agreed to. 

The next is communication facilities, naval security group activity— 
what is that? 

Mr. Kevienrr. Karamursel. 

The Cuarrman. In Turkey. 

Captain Cuew. Karamursel. 

Mr. Chairman, our program includes six projects for communi- 
cation facilities at overseas activities in the total amount of $3,551,- 

000. These projects are needed in support of the Navy’s worldwide 
communication system and naval security group functions. 

_ The first project. is at the naval security group activity, Kara- 
mursel, Turkey, for provision of an air-conditioning plant at the esti- 
mated cost of $105,000. This activity performs naval security group 
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functions in a startegic area as directed by the Chief of Naval Op- 
erations. This item will provide a 120-ton-per-hour central air- 
conditioning plant required to control humidity and temperature in 
the terminal and receiver buildings. This plant will prevent heat 
and humidity from causing the rapid deterioration of electronics 
equipment, will decrease casualties and will permit components to 
attain maximum effectiveness. 

The Cuairman. What have we there? 

Captain Cuew. This is a security group activity, sir, similar to 
the ones we have stationed in Alaska. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Now the next one is Londonderry. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 70, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Troop housing. 

Captain Cuew. The second project is at the Naval Radio Facility, 
Londonderry, North Ireland. It will provide barracks with mess at 
a cost of $267,000, to accommodate 94 enlisted men. This facility 
operates remote radio transmitting, receiving, and communication 
center facilities for the U.S. Naval Communication Facility, London, 
England. The project is for construction of a barracks building with 
a galley and mess adjoining. This building is to replace substandard 
quonset huts and to provide adequate berthing and messing facilities 
at this strategic station which is programed for an expanded mission. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ApM. E. J. PELtTIeER, CHC, USN, CHIEF of THE BuREAU OF 
YarDs AND Docks, WITH REGARD TO FiscaL YEAR 1960 CLass XI MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION, NAVY PROGRAM 


CLASS XI BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, the fiscal year 1960 class XI (Bureau of Yards and 
Docks) military construction program consists of two items: one for the im- 
provement of power facilities at Guam, the other for additional fresh water 
storage and piping at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Both of these projects are essen- 
tial to the continued operation of vital major overseas military bases. 

Guam, being the principal U.S. base in the western Pacific, and the only major 
base west of the Hawaiian Islands in U.S. controlled territory, is particularly 
vital. The development during the last few years of the Navy and Air Force 
installations there, and the construction which is currently underway, have 
increased the requirement for electric power to the point where the situation is 
critical. At present the average maximum demand during a month is 37,000 
kilowatts, while the maximum firm generating capacity is 40,000 kilowatts. By 
the fall of this year the demand will exceed 40,000 kilowatts. By 1963, the 
earliest possible completion date for a powerplant authorized in this program, 
the demand will reach 53,000 kilowatts, which is greater than the present maxi- 
mum generating capability of the system, with no allowance being made for 
outages or overhaul of equipment. Our first project in the fiscal year 1960 pro- 
gram is for the construction of a 20,000 kilowatt steam powerplant to alleviate 
this situation. The cost of this item will be $12,864,000, of which the Navy’s 
share is $10,947,000 and the government of Guam’s $1,917,000. 

The naval base at Guantanamo is scarcely less vital to our defense organiza- 
tion than Guam, since it is our principal Caribbean naval air activity, as well as 
our only major naval base in that area. The fact that no alternative means of 
providing water to the naval base, besides the highly vulnerable off-station sup- 
ply from the Yateras River, has been of great concern to the Navy for several 
years. The recent disturbance in Cuba focused attention on this situation. 
Without means of providing water from another source, and of storing it, the 
base is liable to virtual paralysis through damage to the off-station system or 
contamination of the water source, due to natural disaster, sabotage or van- 
dalism. Our second class XI project calls for the provision of a tanker con- 
nection, at which a large tanker can be discharged, and the necessary storage 
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tanks, pumps and piping to put the water in the base system. The estimated 
cost of this item is $760,000. 

The Cuarrman. What have wethere? Oh, yes, I see. 

Captain Cuew. This is a barracks at Londonderry for the com- 
munications—— 

The CuHarrman. Without objection that is agreed to. 

Now the next one is Hawaii. 

Mr. Ketiener. Lualualei. 

The Cuarrman. I got close enough toit. [Laughter]. 

Captain Cuew. The third project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Lualualei, T.H. It will provide grounds drainage facilities at an 
estimated cost of $781,000. The mission of this stattion is to provide 
major transmitting facilities in support of the Naval Communication 
Station, Pearl Harbor, which furnishes vital functional communica- 
tion in support of Pacific Fleet operations. Lack of effective grounds 
drainage threatens this communication capability by failing to protect 
operational Government property from storm damage. Periodic 
heavy rainfall causes flooding of antenna fields, and, on one occasion, 
flooded the floor of a transmitter building which resulted in a loss 
of vital communication service to the Pacific Fleet. This project will 
provide for construction of a number of drainage structures and va- 
rious lengths of unlined and riprapped drainage channels and for re- 
placement of sections of a patrol roadway and security fencing which 
were demolished by floodwaters. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection that is approved. 

Line 11. 

The next one is on line 12. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 72, Mr. Chairman, in the book. 

Captain Cuew. The fourth project is at the naval security group 
activity, Okinawa, for a radio direction finder facility at a cost of 
$2,038,000. The mission of this activity is to perform naval security 
group functions and to provide antisubmarine warfare capabilities in 
the western Pacific. The project is for construction of a direction 
finder building and installation of electronic equipment, antenna 
assembly and communication control links. This is a replacement of 
the existing obsolete, overage, and inaccurate direction finder. It 
will be located at Sobe Annex instead of the present site of Futema. 
It is essential to the functions of the naval security group activity that 
a modern direction finder compatible with the fast control procedures 
be constructed in Okinawa. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

The next one is Puerto Rico. 

Captain Cuew. The fifth project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Sabana Seca, P.R., for a standby generator plant at a cost of $86,000. 
This station performs naval security group functions and operates re- 
mote radio receiving and relay facilities for the communication center 
of the U.S. Naval Communication Station, San Juan. The project is 
required to insure continuous operations of this remotely located radio 
station by providing for adequate electric service during emergencies. 
The existing 94 kilovolt diesel-electric generator is inadequate in ca- 

acity and is obsolescent. The work will consist of procurement and 
installation of a 250-kilovolt diesel-electric generating unit, utilizing 
existing powerplant space and distribution lines. 











00) ee, | le i il i i i i 











1109 


The Cuamman. Without objection that one is approved. 

Now all these foreign countries, with such outlandish names, we have 
agreed to. wv : / 

Captain Cuew. The last project is at the Naval Radio Station, 
Wahiawa, T. H. It will provide a sewage treatment plant at a cost of 
$274,000. The mission of this station is to provide fleet support com- 
munication for the commander in chief, Pacific area, and to perform 
security group functions as directed by the Chief of Naval Operations. 
The requirement for this item is an imperative need to remove a serious 
hazard to health of the personnel of this oversea radio station and of 
the adjacent civilian community by abating a nuisance and providing 
safe and efficient sewage disposal. This project will provide a sewage 
treatment plant, pumping stations, assorted equipment, and installa- 
tion of new sewage lines as necessary. The overload of present facil- 
ities was brought about by the relocation of communication components 
of the naval communication station from Pearl Harbor Naval Ship- 
yard to the Wahiawa site. 

The Cuarrman. Now the next is yards and docks facilities. 

Captain Cuew. The final Navy facilities class under section 201 of 
the authorization bill is yards and docks facilities. The Bureau of 
Yards and Docks is responsible for fulfilling the Navy’s requirements 
in the broad field of civil engineering at all shore activities. This 
includes the responsibility for the design, planning, development, 
procurement, construction, alteration, and maintenance of public 
works, public utilities, construction and base transportation facilities 
throughout the naval shore establishment. 

The CHarrman. Public Works Center, Guam, Mariana Islands: 
Utilities and ground improvements and real estate, $10,947,000. 

The budget has recommended—no. It is the one after. All right. 
Now tell us about this. 

Captain Cuew. There are two projects, totaling $11,707,000, in this 
class this year. The first project is at Guam, Mariana Islands, for the 
first increment for the improvement and expansion of the islandwide 
power facilities, at an estimated cost of $10,947,000. The Public Works 
Center, Guam, has the mission of providing public works, public util- 
ities, and transportation support, including engineering and admin- 
istrative services incident thereto. The Navy has accepted single serv- 
ice managership and responsibility for funding expansion of the is- 
landwide power system to meet military requirements, including those 
of the U.S. Air Force. The present power system on Guam is a hodge- 
podge of World War II field-type generators, small diesel plants, and 
steam-driven generators. Due to the inadequate size of the original 
generating equipment and the deteriorated condition of much of the 
distribution system, the overall capacity is decreasing as the demands 
for power increase. The proposed project is self-sustaining and will 
solve the currently predicted shortage in the calendar year 1963, which 
is the first scheduled full year of operation for the unit. The Gov- 
ernment of Guam will participate in this project to the extent of 
$1,917,000, which amount is not included in Navy’s $10,947,000 esti- 
mate and is based on the Government of Guam predicted power 
requirements. 

The second ee is for the repair and improvement to the water 
system at the Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, costing $760,000. 
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This is the project I mentioned earlier, Mr. Chairman. Approval by 
the Bureau of the Budget was received too late to include it in the 
Navy program. We request your permission to include it in the bill 
at this time. The need for an onbase water storage capacity equiva- 
lent to a 4 days’ normal supply and an alternate feeder line to enable 
a tanker to discharge at the rate of 1 day’s requirement per 24 hours, 
was forcibly demonstrated last year by the various shutoffs of the 
naval base water supply through Cuban rebel military action. The 
proposed project consists of a 4-million-gallon water storage tank; a 
tanker discharge line from mooring to beach; land piping from beach 
to storage reservoir; booster pump station; and the necessary piping 
valves and fittings to tie in with existing facilities. The proposed 
storage capacity is considered the absolute minimum necessary for 
this naval base to operate under emergency conditions, when dis- 
charging water from a tanker into the base water supply system. 

The Cuatrman. Yards and Docks. 

Admiral Petter. Mr. Chairman, this is for a new power station on 
Guam. We have reached the limit of our capacity due to the normal 
increase in military and civilian loan on the Island of Guam. It is 
now necessary for us to come in and build 20,000 kilowatts of power. 

The Cuarrman. Is that to use coal or use oil ? 

Admiral Pexrter. Oil. 

The Cuatrman. Are you making any study to have nuclear power 
developed at stations like that ? 

Admiral Prtrter. Yes, sir. We feel that the increment in the 
future—this would be a good place for us to justify a nuclear-powered 
barge. But it is too far away for us to provide the power in time to 
meet the demands. 

The Cuairman. But you are looking forward to the future ? 

Admiral Petrter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Because it is far more economical to do it than 
nuclear power? Would it not be? 

Admiral Prettrer. We, of course, hope in the future to come in for 
a nuclear-powered barge, but that is several years in the future yet. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Price. 

Mr. Price. How long will it be before this plant is ready ? 

Admiral Pexrter. This one will go on the line in January 1963, if 
we get authorization and funding this year. 

_ Mr. Price. Well, you could have a nuclear-powered one by that 
time. 

Admiral Petrrer. Well, the clearance and procedures you have to go 
through—in view of that, I am sure we couldn’t get it done. 

Mr. Price. I wouldn’t think you would have to go through that. 
If they would agree to the program, you wouldn’t have to go through 
more than normally—if they agreed that you would have the money 
and could go ahead. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Price is a member of the Atomic Committee. 
No doubt he knows what he is talking about. He says you can get a 
nuclear plant just about the same time you could get this other 
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Admiral Petter. We have a second increment on this. If this load 
keeps coming up like it is now, we will have to come in here in about 
1961 for authorization for another 20,000. 

Mr. Price. How many kilowatts do you need here? 

Admiral Petter. We got 20,000 in this one. 

Mr. Price. You could build a 50,000 kilowatt nuclear plant by mid- 
1962, if you were serious about doing it. 

Mr. Bares. What is the cost—— 

‘The Cuarrman. Here you might save $10 million by having this 
studied up. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. Admiral, do you have a figure on how 
many mills it is going to cost you ? 

Admiral Pettier. This will cost us around 9 to 11 mills. 

Mr. Price. You could have a water reactor over there to do just 
about the same job. 

Mr. Bares. Yes. é 

Admiral Prurier. This is also about $400 per kilowatt, which I 
think is 

Mr. Price. This is? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. You could build an atomic plant for that. 

Mr. Bates. Of course. 

The Cuatrman. Why not, Admiral, let this item go over. Let Mr. 
Price and other members of the Atomic Energy Committee try to co- 
operate and work it out where you can get a nuclear powerplant. 

Admiral Petrrer. Well, the trouble—— 

The Cuatrman. This looks like to me it would be an ideal place, 
and the justification: 

Admiral Pertrrer. We are actually a year late, Mr. Chairman, 
coming in with this one. And I would hate to change horses right 
now on this particular unit, because I don’t think we can get all of 
the bugs ironed out on procedure for an atomic powerplant in time 
to meet the demands for the loads that we have coming on. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any atomic powerplants in use in the 
Navy today ? 

Admiral Pettter. Only afloat in our submarines. 

The Cuarrman. Submarines. 

Admiral Pettier. More than that, sir, I don’t know the number. 

Mr. Ketiener. Five, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Curw. Five submarines. 

Mr. Price. You have five? 

Captain Cuew. Five submarines at present. 

Mr. Price. Five in operation ? 

Admiral Pettter. We have only one shore plant at Belvoir, and as 
you know it is 2,000. 

Mr. Price. Yes, but you have boiling water reactors that are very 
successful in the experimental stage at Argonne. You have a 20,000 
plant coming in this summer at Dresden, IIl., which is sort of a proven 
plant, where you could almost go out and step up its efficiency and 
increase the art a little, or advance the art a little. 

Mr. Becker. Will Mr. Price yield ? 


Mr. Pricer. I am sure you are going to have a plant of that kind by 
the same date. 
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Mr. Becker. Mr. Price, did we dispose of the reactor we had at 
Geneva ? 

Mr. Price. Those were not power reactors. They were experi- 
mental reactors. 

The CuamrMan. Well, without objection we approve the item. 

The next item is—— 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman, might I ask the Admiral a question ? 

The CHairMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. Whether Okinawa would be a suitable site for a 
nuclear powerplant ? 

Admiral Pretrter. I am sure from the standpoint of logistics it 
would be. Our Navy load at Okinawa would not be great enough. 
And that is supplied, I think, by an Okinawan corporation, which is 
semi-Government. And they would be the ones that operate any 
islandwide facility there. 

Mr. Anperson. We presently have some barges out there and their 
supply of power is inadequate. 

Admiral Perrier. At Okinawa? 

Mr. Anperson. In Okinawa. 

Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, on the part that General Anderson 
raised, this committee recommended over 2 years ago the study and 
consideration of a nuclear powerplant for Okinawa. It has been given 
consideration in the Defense Establishment. And I think the delay 
is due to budgetary reasons rather than any other reasons. 

Admiral Prtrimer. We have this plant for Guam under design 
right now. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s goon. 

Admiral Prirrer. We are very much interested in this nuclear 
preeet plant for Guam and maybe our second increment could go 
to that. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, we have several members of this com- 
mittee also members of the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy. It 
seems to me perhaps before we report this bill out it might be worth- 
while for us to talk to Mr. McCone, of the Atomic Energy Commission, 
to see just what we could do, and in respect to time. Then if it 
doesn’t look as though we can work it out from the point of view of 
time, we can let this go as it is. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you know you can’t work it out from the 
standpoint of time. There is going to be some delay in switching 
from a powerplant to a nuclear plant. It is going to be a year or more. 
So we just as well go ahead with this item like it is and go ahead and 
take it up later on and accomplish it in the future. 

Mr. Price. I think, Mr. Chairman, we ought to get a report from 
the Defense Department on the Okinawa nuclear power reactor be- 
cause that has been in the mill now for almost 2 years. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest that we ask Mr. Price and Mr. Bates, 
members of the Atomic Energy Committee, to take it up and discuss 
the matter and see what progress we could make in that field, which 
is going to be helpful to us. For the time being we better go along 
like we are. 
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Admiral Petter. Mr. Chairman, in view of the sentiment of the 
committee expressed here, we will start procedures for our second 
increment on nuclear power. We will see what we can do on that one. 

The CuatrMan. Now the next item suggested by the Navy Depart- 
ment, cleared by the Budget, which is not in the bill, is the Naval 
Station, Guantanamo Bay, ultilities $760,000. Now, Captain, tell us 
why that should go in the bill now ? 

‘aptain Cuew. This is a very urgent requirement that was brought 
to light during the Cuban trouble wien the water supply was periodi- 
cally interrupted. The present water supply is from a river and we 
have frankly very inadequate storage. 

This is to improve the storage facilities to allow only a 4-day supply 
and under emergency supply approximately an 18- to 20-day supply 
at Guantanamo. It will also provide the lines to permit a tanker, if 
the water supply were cut off, as it was, and I am sure will continue to 
be thoroughout the history of Cuba, because we do not control the 
source of the water. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Captain CHew. Nor do we control the pumping station. Conse- 
quently, we want to enlarge the storage supply. 

The Caarrman. Without objection, that item is included in the bill. 

Now members of the committee that brings us down to section 202. 
The balance of the bill is classified, is it not, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

The Cuarman. So let the committee go in executive session. All 
those that are not permitted by the Navy to be here in connection with 
this bill please retire from the committee room. 

Mr. Smart. You will have to check them, Captain. I don’t know. 

Captain CHew. Yes, sir; we will check them. 

The Cuairman. Anyone in here not associated with the Navy? 

Any work going on in the Navy Department today? With all this 
large audience in here, it appears that they are closed down. 
{Laughter.] Everything is cleared, Mr. Smart? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Smart. Captain Chew says it is clear. 

Captain Cuew. All clear. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeding in executive session.) 

(Further proceedings in open session as follows :) 

The CuarrMan. Now the next is section 203 (a) : 

The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy installations and 
facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes in Navy 
missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Secretary of 
Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next 
military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with interests 
of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, 
rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $17,500,000. 

Captain Cuew. The next part of our program, Mr. Chairman, is 
for emergency construction. This would be authorized by section 
203(a) of the bill in the amount of $17.5 million, the same amount 
as was granted last year. Section 203(b) would repeal the unused 
portion of last year’s authorization for this purpose. 
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The Navy is making progress in a number of programs in research, 
development, and Erooeaemnens, In any one of these programs a 
breakthrough, speedup, or numerous unforeseen events could 
occur. One or more of these happenings might make it necessary 
to provide facilities quickly in order to take advantage of the cir- 
cumstances. Under usual procedures, such urgently needed facilities 
might not become available until a lapse of 2 to 4 years. Under the 
authority in this section we could start the construction almost im- 
mediately after notifying the Armed Services Committees of our in- 
tention. We consider this a necessary tool for proper management 
of the military-construction program. 

The Cuarrman. Now let’s stop there. Tell the committee what 
that does? 

Captain Cuew. That is for emergency funding in case of a tech- 
nical breakthrough, change of mission, or some unforeseen event that 
would require construction. 

The Carman. How do you arrive at $17,500,000? Just picked 
the figure out of the air; did you not? 

Captain Cuew. Actually, I can tell you it is a number off the top 
of your head, sir. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Captain Cuew. It was $25 million—it is a number off the top of 
your head, sir. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Captain Cuew. $25 million—— 

The Cuaiman. I am going to do a little of that myself, right now. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Captain Cuew. $17 million was midway between $10 million and 
$25 million. 

The Cuatrman. I think this item should be reduced down to at 
least $10 million. Because it is all justification taken out of the air. 

Captain Cuew. I might add for the record, sir, that we used of 
this authority last year just 600 and some 23 thousand dollars. 

The Cuatrman. Well, $10 million will be enough. Without objec- 
tion, the Committee cuts it down to $10 million. 

Now the next [reading] : 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, shall notify the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of con- 
struction of any public work undertaken under this section, including those 
real-estate actions pertaining thereto. This authorization will expire as of 
September 30, 1960, except for those public-works projects concerning which 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

Well, we will strike that out. That repeals the law we have today 
ss requiring the clearance, does it not, of these projects? Mr. Kel- 

eher ? 

Mr. Kettener. No, sir. The latter part of this repeals anything 
remaining of last year’s similar authorization. It is what you want 
to do. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, wait. Let’s see [reading]: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, shall notify the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives, 


immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of con- 
struction of any public work undertaken under this section, including those 
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real-estate actions pertaining thereto. This authorization will expire as of 
September 30, 1960, except for those public-works projects concerning which 
the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

Mr. Ketieuer. If the Navy is going to use them, it informs the 
committee. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Then after that is a repealer of last year. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. There is a repealer of this year, also. 

The Cuairman. Here is the repealer right here [reading] : 

Secion 203 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 646) is hereby repealed 
except for those public-works projects thereunder concerning which the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have 
been notified prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

Now would this effect the committees’ opportunity of examining 
all acquisitions over $25,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. No, sir; no connection with that at all. All that 
will do is repeal last year’s 17.5 million dollars. 

The Cuatrman. Where is that section ? 

Mr. Smarr. The unused portion. 

Mr. Kewiener. The unused portion of it. You see they used 
$626,000. This will repeal all the remaining. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Mr. Kewiener. So they will have $10 million left, the amount being 
granted this year. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Section 204(a). In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of 
the act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the 
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease 
or otherwise, family housing for occupancy as public quarters and 
community facilities at the following locations by utilizing foreign 
currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or 
through other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation : 

Naval Station, Bermuda, 100 units. 

Captain Cuew. Section 204(a) of the bill would authorize con- 
struction of 100 units of family housing at Bermuda, utilizing com- 
modity credit funds. Section 204(b) of the bill would authorize a 
total of 4,322 units in 17 projects to be constructed in the United States. 
These would be financed under the Capehart legislation, if extended. 
No housing financed by appropriated funds is proposed in this 
program. 

All of the housing proposed falls within one or more of three cate- 
gor which require construction of public quarters. Quarters will 

constructed at stations which are new or are undergoing major 
increases; at isolated stations, where otherwise no housing will be 
available; or to replace temporary or inadequate housing. Most of 
the latter is World War II temporary housing which is now substand- 
ard, and is costing too much to maintain and operate. 

In at least two locations where the Navy has large new housing 
requirements for fleet personnel, we have indications that private in- 
dustry will provide the housing. The Navy considers this a most 
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favorable development, and one that should be encouraged. Of the 18 
projects submitted, 16 will bring the military housing up to less than 
55 percent of requirements for officers and senior petty officers. In 
the two cases that will exceed 55 percent, at China Lake and Twenty- 
nine Palms, Calif., the excess is required by the extremely isolated 
desert location of the installations. 

The Cuatrman. You are extending to Bermuda the Commodity 
Credit Corporation provisions just like it is abroad. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is all. 

Mr. Bates. Do you have any arrangement worked out, Captain, 
on this? 

Captain Cuew. Not yet, sir. 

Mr. Bates. No contract has been made? 

Captain Cuew. Not yet sir. 

Mr. Bares. Then you don’t know whether they are willing to make 
such a trade? 

Captain Cuew. No, sir. 

U.S. Naval Station, Bermuda, B.W.I.: The basic housing re- 
quirements for eligible personnel at this station is 566 units. There 
are now 80 units available. Completion of the proposed 100 units 
will increase the military housing to 180 units or 31.8 percent of the 
requirement. 

The Naval Station, Bermuda, supports fleet operation patrol squad- 
rons and a U.S. Coast Guard air detachment. In August 1958 there 
were 26 families of eligible Navy personnel desiring to move to Ber- 
muda but who were unable to find housing. Bermuda is a tourist 
resort area where high seasonal rents prevail, pricing much of the 
housing out of the market for military personnel. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Hous- 
ing Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary 
of the Navy is authorized to construct family housing for occupancy 
as public quarters at the following locations: 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston, S.C. 40 units. 

Captain Cuerw. The basic housing requirement for eligible per- 
sonnel at this station is 145 units. There are now two adequate 
units available. Completion of the proposed 40 units will increase the 
military quarters to 42 units, or 28 percent of the requirement. 

This station receives, stores, assembles, performs external main- 
tenance on, and issues ammunition, including mines and guided mis- 
siles. The Polaris missile storage and assembly function necessitates 
an increase in personnel of 30 officers and 233 enlisted men. This 
project of 40 units is to provide housing for certain key and essen- 
tial personnel who must reside on board the station and be readily 
available to assemble and issue guided missiles. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Kelleher, read all these units. 

Mr. Ketteuer. Yes, sir. These are all Capehart, Mr. Chairman. 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston, S.C., 40 units. 

Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, Calif., 500 units. 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nev., 106 units. 

Naval Air Station, Glynco, Ga., 225 units. 

Naval Station, Key West, Fla., 500 units. 
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Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif., 500 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Mayport, Fla., 40 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss., 320 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, New Iberia, La., 178 units. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn., 500 units. 

Naval Station, Newport, R.1., 500 units. 

Naval Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama City, Fla., 42 units. 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va., 250 units. 

Naval Radio Research Station, Sugar Grove, W. Va., 142 units. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif., 150 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla., 229 units. 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma, Ariz., 100 units. 

Captain Cuew. U.S. Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, 
Calif. The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this 
station is 3,834 units. There are now 1,911 adequate units available. 
Five hundred and twenty units of deteriorated trailers and World 
War II temporary housing units are now in the process of being elim- 
inated. Completion of the proposed 500 units will increase military 
quarters available to 2,411 units, or 63 percent of the requirement. 

The Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, conducts research, 
designs, develops, tests, and evaluates ordnance materials, components, 
assemblies, and systems in fields of rockets, guided missiles, under- 
water ordnance and aircraft fire control. The mission requires isola- 
tion, therefore the station is located 125 miles from any town capable 
of support. Recruiting competent young scientists and engineers be- 
comes impossible when families cannot be housed coe. There 
is a present deficit of 1,000 units (981, actual count). 

S. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nev.: The basic housing 
requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 321 units. There 
are now 62 quarters available. Completion of the proposed 106 
quarters will increase available quarters to 168 units, or 52 percent of 
the requirement. 

The NAAS Fallon, provides facilities including firing ranges for 
training carrier air groups in rocket firing, bombing, and field carrier 
Janding practice. Due to the mission of this facility it is located in 
a very isolated area. The nearest city is Reno, Nev., located 70 miles 
away. The local farm community of Fallon is incapable of pro- 
viding the necessary housing support. This project of 106 units will 
provide housing to replace 47 low cost rental units and provide addi- 
tional housing required for an Air Force A.C. & W. squadron and an 
increase of 100 in naval personnel strength. Nine of the 106 units are 
programed for Air Force. 

U.S. Naval Air Station, Glynco, Ga.: The basic housing require- 
ment for eligible personnel at this station is 906 units. There are now 
82 units available. Completion of the proposed 225 units will increase 
available quarters to 307 units, or 34 percent of requirements. 

NAS, Glynco, provides and maintains facilities for training all 
combat information center personnel for ship and fleet units. This 
activity was moved to Glynco in 1958. A qualified survey team has 
established that adequate private rental housing is not available in 
the area. The station is surrounded by a resort area where seasonal 
high rental rates prevail, pricing most of the housing out of the market 
for military personnel. 
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U.S. Naval Station, Key West, Fla.: The basic housing require- 
ment for eligible personnel at this station is 3,350 units. ‘There are 
now 1,353 adequate military units available. Completion of the pro- 
posed 500 units will increase the available units to 1,853 units, or 55 
percent of the requirement. } De i ; 

Naval Station, Key West, provides facilities for supporting fleet air 
and surface units, shjeiolbeana training units, and developmental units. 
This project of 500 units will provide housing to replace 305 units 
of substandard low-cost rental housing and provide partial relief for 
personnel living in substandard private housing. ae 

A 1958 survey indicated 963 inadequate private rentals consisting 
of 653 substandard units and 310 units which were adequate but cost- 
ing excessively. is a st 

n September of 1958 there were 300 eligible families desiring to 
move into the Key West area but unabletofindhousing. 

Mr. Kerirner. Mr. Chairman, may I insert at this point a letter 
from Mr. Fascell. __ at 9 

The Cuamman. Without objection, so ordered. 

(The letter referred to is as follows :) 

HOvSsSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., February 27, 1959. 
Hon. Cari VINSON, 
Chairman, Armed Services Committee, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Navy Department has requested your committee’s 
approval of the construction of 500 housing units for the Key West Naval Base 
at Key West, Fla. Such a provision is included in the bill before your com- 
mittee, H.R. 4414, on which hearings will be held beginning next week. 

For some time, there has been an acute shortage of adequate housing for the 
naval personnel at this base. I am hopeful your committee will favorably 
consider this item in the Navy’s construction program. I will appreciate your 
making this letter a part of the record of your hearings. 

Best personal regards. 

Sincerely, 
DANTE B. FASCELL, 
Member of Congress. 


Captain Cuew. U.S. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Lemoore, Calif. : 
The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 
2,694 units; 800 units have previously been authorized. Completion 
of this 500-unit increment will provide 1,300 units, or 49 percent of 
the requirement. 

NAAS, Lemoore, will provide facilities and support for carrier air 
group operations. This is a new facility which will be commissioned 
in fiscal year 1960. It has been placed in an isolated area in order to 
conduct full-scale jet aircraft operations. There is no community 
housing available within a 40- to 50-mile radius. 

U.S. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Mayport, Fla.: The basic housing 
requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 3,427 units. There 
is now no housing on the station. Completion of the proposed 40 units 
will provide 1.2 percent of the requirement. 

NAAS, Mayport, provides support facilities for aircraft carriers, 
destroyers, and aircraft staging Fanctions for carrier air groups. 

This project of 40 units of family housing is to provide housing for 
key and essential personnel who must reside on the station. Recent 
home porting of four aircraft carriers and one division of destroyers 
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plus other ships has resulted in a major increase in the housing re- 
quirement in the Mayport area. Private interests have indicated 
their = and capability to provide the remainder of the housing 
required. 

S. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Miss.: The basic hous- 
ing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 756 units. 
There is now no housing at the station. Completion of the proposed 
320 units will provide 42.3 percent of the requirement. 

NAAS, Meridian, will maintain and operate facilities in support of 
advanced training for naval aviators. This is a new facility which is 
to be commissioned in fiscal year 1961. It is located in an agricultural 
area where no private ma support housing is available. 

This fact was reported by the State director of the Federal Hous- 
ing Administration and has been confirmed in meetings with commu- 
nity leaders and realtors. 

U.S. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, New Iberia, La.: The basic hous- 
ing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 374 units. 
There are now no quarters available. Completion of the proposed 178 
units will provide for 47.6 percent of the requirement. 

NAAS, New Iberia, will maintain and operate facilities to support 
units of the aviation training command providing advanced training 
for naval aviators. 

This is a new installation scheduled for commissioning in fiscal year 
1961. The area is largely agricultural. The Federal Housing Author- 
ity reports no private rentals available as a result of a survey. This 
has been confirmed in a recent meeting with community leaders. 

U.S. Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn.: The basic hous- 
ing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 3,770 units. 
There are 1,025 units available and previously authorized for construc- 
tion. Completion of the seanhent 500-unit increment will provide 
1,525 units, or 40.5 percent of the requirement. 

The submarine base supports submarine operations and training. 
The Polaris missile program results in additional homeporting of 
ships and training facilities for crews, with an increase of 596 officers 
and 2,835 enlisted men above the 1958 base loading thereby increasing 
the family housing requirements by approximately 1,400 units. 

Inadequate Government housing consists of 431 units; 330 of which 
are low-cost rental units (WWII), 30 units are quonset huts (15 huts— 
two families in each) and 71 units are Lanham Act housing. 

U.S. Naval Base, Newport, R.I.: The basic a requirement for 
eligible personnel at this station is 11,142 units. There are 962 ade- 
quate units now available. Completion of the proposed 500 units will 
provide 1,462 units, or 13 percent of the requirement. 

Newport provides support facilities for operational forces, various 
naval schools including the Naval War College and other dependent 
activities. 

This project consisting of 500 units will replace 205 sets of public 
quarters which have been declared inadequate, and must be disposed 
of, and 327 low-cost rental units and trailers which have reached the 
end of their useful life. 

In September of 1958 there were 850 eligible families desiring to 
move into the area but were unable to find housing. A survey taken 
during 1958 indicated 2,105 inadequate community rentals consisting 
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of 364 substandard units, 1,371 units in excessive costs, and 370 located 
at excessive distances. 

U.S. Naval Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama City, Fla. : The basic 
housing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 221 units. 
There are 25 units available. Completion of the proposed 42 units 
will provide 67 units, or 30.3 percent of the requirement. 

The Laboratory at Panama City studies and analyzes mines, tor- 
pedoes, and minesweeping equipment. Panama City is a tourist re- 
sort area, therefore very high seasonal rents prevail. Those rentals 
available for rent to military personnel on a year-around basis at rea- 
sonable rates are substandard due to poor heating facilities and in- 
adequate living and storage space. 

U.S. Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Va.: The basic housing re- 
quirement for eligible personnel at this station is 2,715 units. There 
are 1,244 adequate units available. Completion of the proposed 250 
units will provide 1,494 units, or 55 percent of the requirement. 

Quantico trains officers in the tactics and techniques of warfare. 
with particular emphasis on amphibious operations. This project of 
250 units is badly needed to house young student officers and their 
families and as replacement for 83 sets of public quarters which have 
been declared inadequate and must be demolished, and 117 World 
War ITI rental housing units on which the maintenance costs are pro- 
hibitive. 

There are now about 150 assigned eligible personnel who are sepa- 
rated from their dependents because of inability to find housing. 

U.S. Naval Radio Research Station (NRRS) Sugar Grove, W. Va.: 
The basic housing requirement for eligible personnel at this station 
is 542 units. There is no housing available now. Completion of the 
proposed 142 units will provide 26.2 percent of the requirement. 

This station will be commissioned in June 1960 and will perform 
communications functions as directed by the Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions and research functions as directed by the Chief of Naval Re- 
search. The research to be conducted requires extreme isolation, 
therefore there are no private housing facilities available. 

U.S. Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, Calif. : The basic hous- 
ing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 1,117 units. 
There are now 493 Wherry units available. Completion of the pro- 
posed 150 units will provide 643 units, or 57.5 percent of the require- 
ment. 

Twentynine Palms is located in an isolated desert area in a com- 
munity with a population of 1,000. The nearest large community is 
75 miles away. 

In April of 1958 there were 115 families desiring to move into the 
area but who were unable to find housing. There are 278 inadequate 
Government rental units and trailers at this location. 

U.S. Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla.: The basic 
housing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 1,000 
units. There are 118 adequate units available. Completion of the 
proposed 229 units will provide 347 units, or 34.7 percent of the 
requirement. 

Whiting Field maintains and operates facilities for training naval 
aviation cadets to provide aviators for fleet carriers. It is located 33 
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miles from Pensacola which is the closest large city capable of pro- 
viding private housing support. 

This project of 229 units will provide partial replacement for 346 
low-cost rental units (World War II), which are approaching the 
end of their useful life, and 23 units in converted World War II 
barracks, 

U.S. Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Yuma, Ariz.: The basic 
housing requirement for eligible personnel at this station is 540 units. 
Fhere is one unit available. Completion of the proposed 100 units 
will provide 101 units or 18.7 percent of the requirement. It will 
also provide the necessary on-station quarters for key and essential 
personnel. 

Yuma will provide support for Air Fleet Marine Force Pacific 
units and one Air Force air control and warning squadron. This 
station was transferred from the Air Force to the Marine Corps in 
January 1959. 

Yuma Housing Authority operates 204 units of former Lanham 
Act houses which are in extremely poor condition and the city plans 
to demolish these in the near future. 

The CuHatrman. Now, these are known as Capehart houses? 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrman. What is the total number authorized in this list 
just read by Mr. Kelleher? 

Captain Cuew. 4,322, sir. 

The CHatrMan. 4,322. 

Put in the record at how many bases here you have Wherry houses 
that we must acquire. 

Admiral Pettter. We will put that in the record, sir. 

Captain Cuew. We will put that in the record. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


Wherry projects to be acquired in connection with the fiscal year 1960 Capehart 























program 
1. Newport 356 
2. Key West_- i, 000 
3. Quantico. 450 
4. Whiting Field 96 
5. Inyokern 600 
6. Twentynine Palms 493 
Total units 2, 995 





bess CuairMAN. Without objection, the Capehart houses are ap- 
proved. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is a book, Mr. Chairman, in front of each 
members giving further details with respect to each of these. 

The Cuarrman. All right, put it all in the record. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I just ask a question to clear up something? 

Captain Chew, in the Naval Ammunition Depot at Charleston, 
S.C.—that is that maintenance status with presently on board six offi- 
cers and three enlisted men. The plan at the end of fiscal year 1960 
is six officers and three enlisted men. And you are asking for 40 family 
housing units. 

Who does that service? I mean is that for the Navy Yard? 
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Captain Cuew. This is for the expansion of Naval Ammunition 
— at Charleston to take care of the increased Polaris facilities 
there. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, read section 205, which is the 
provisions relating to authorizations. 

Mr. Ketieuer. The increase from prior years, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 

Section 205. (a) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 202, “$72,785,000,” and inserting in place thereof 
“$72,935,000.” (b) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$72,785,000,” and 
“$212.833,000,” and inserting respectively in place thereof “$72,935,000” and 
“$212,983,000.” 

Mr. Bates. What is this all about ? 

Mr. Kewieuer. This is a singe raise in a previous authorization. 
The reason for all the language is that you have to change not only 
the particular items that you are increasing but you have to change 
totals at the end of the law also to make it consistent. 

The CuHatrman. Does this increase authorization on account of the 
cost of some particular items? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is exactly it. 

The Cuarrman. Of the $47 million, how much of it goes to the Navy’? 

Mr. Ketiener. Only $4 million this year for all three services. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Then the committee can understand 
that what you call deficiency authorizations—— 

Mr. Kewiener. Right. 

The Cuareman. Is only $4 million. 

Mr. Keiiener. For all three services. 

The Coarmman. What? 

Mr. Ke.iener. For all three services. 

The Cuarman. No, it was $47 million. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Last year, Mr. Chairman, it was $47 million. 

The Cuarrman. It is only $4 million this year ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where is that in my statement? I put that in my 
statement. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, it was $180 million 2 years ago, $47 million 
last year, and now $4 million. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, $4 million is the total amount for the three 
services, 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. What is the total amount for the Navy ? 

Mr. Ketiener. $690,000 for the Navy. 

The Cuarrman. I dealt with that in my statement. Where is that 
in my statement ? 

Mr. Kerzner. I think I have a copy here. 

bi a Cuarrman. Thank you, very much. I just want to keep you 
a 4 

ow, read the next section, Mr. Kelleher. Without objection, 202 

is agreed to. 
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Mr. KeLLener (reading) : 


Section 206(a). Public law 968, 84th Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “Inside the United States” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “Aviation Facilities (Naval Air Training Station)” 
with respect to the Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tenn., by striking out “$511,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$664,000.” 

(2) Under the subheading “Aviation Facilities (Fleet Support Air Stations)” 
with respect to the Naval Air Station, Key West, Fla., by striking out “$170,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$330,000.” 

The Cuairman. What is that? An increased authorization? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; the same as the previous one but a different 
law. 

The Cuatrman. That isright. Goto Cherry Point. 

Mr. Ketiener. Now under subsection 2, Mr. Chairman, starting on 
line 16 and going through 19, that will be stricken. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Navy has decided to use a mobile facility for 
their jet testing—— 

The CHarrman. Lines 16 to 19, inclusive, are stricken out. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 

(3) Under the subheading “Aviation Facilities (Marine Corps Air Stations)” 
with respect to the Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N.C., by striking out 
“$273,000” and inserting in place thereof “$330,000.” 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. Smart. Renumber the section too, Phil. 

Mr. Ketxiruer. It will be necessary to renumber the section. 

(b) Public Law 968, 84th Congress, as amended, is amended by striking out 
in clause 2 of section 402 the amounts ‘“$312,004,000” and “$460,716,000” and 
inserting respectively in place thereof ‘$312,374,000” and “$461,086,000.” 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, has the money been appropriated? 
Are you going to use this out of available funds? 

The Cuatrman. The contracts are to be let on each one of these 
items; is that correct? Otherwise, you would not know how much 
deficiency is involved. 

Captain Cuew. The contracts have not yet been let. 

Admiral Petter. In all cases, sir. 

Captain Cuew. In all cases, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Are you going to have to ask additional money from 
the Appropriations Committee ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

_— Pe.tier. We will have to use our own existing money for 
that. 

The Cuarrman. You are going to ask this amount ? 

Admiral Petter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. He is going to ask this amount that we are author- 
—_ be increased. There is the breakdown here in the book. 

r. Bates. I have two different answers, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cratrman. He didn’t understand you. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Smart. Where is the money coming from for the difference in 
the authorization? Have you got it or do you need it? 
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The Cuatrman. You see, you are increasing the authorization on 
these particular line items; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Bares. That is right. 

Admiral Pettter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Therefore you will go before the Appropriations 
Committee and ask for the increase authorized by this bill. 

Mr. Bares. That was my question. 

The Cuarrman. If you don’t, there is no need for increasing it. 

Mr. Bates. They don’t have any authorization. 

Captain Cuew. We have to have the additional money, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. You are going to ask for additional money this year; 
isthatit? Well, if they are—— 

Admiral Pe.tier. The money comes out of the pot. 

The Cuatrman. If you have existing funds, there is no need to 
increase the existing authorization. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir, there is. 

Mr. Bates. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I would say if the Appropriations Committee gives 
them the other money they will use it. Otherwise they will repro- 
gram and get it out of something else. They would have to have the 
total authorization in order to make the contract. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. Authorization, but this is a question of appropriations. 

Now, apparently you are going to take it out of the big pot. 

Admiral Peitmr. We will have to get the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to approve it, to go beyond what they put in their funding 
list. 

Mr. Bates. Yes. Will you have a line item for this? 

Captain Cuew. Yes. 

Baca Bates. You will have a specific line in the appropriation bill 
this year. 

Ccetain Cuew. In the funding list; yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. But not in the bill. 

Mr. Bates. Is this deficiency ? 

Mr. Smart. In the funding list. 

Mr. Kettener. Not in the bill. 

Mr. Smart. Not in the bill. 

Mr. Bates. I understand. It is the same, amounts to the same. 

Mr. Smarr. No. 

Mr. Bates. You are going to ask for the money on the funding 
list this year ? 

Captain Cuew. At the increased price? 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

Captain Cuew. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. That is what I mean. 

The Cuarmman. Allright. Section 207. 

Mr. Keiener (reading) : 

Section 207. (a) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended under the 
heading ‘Inside the United States” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “Aviation facilities (Marine Corps air stations),” 


with respect to the Marine Corps air facility, New River, N.C., by striking out 
“$39,000” and inserting in place thereof “$52,000.” 
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(2) Under the subheading “Marine Corps facilities,” with respect to the 
Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, Calif., by striking out “$1,469,000” and 
inserting in place thereof “$1,596,000.” 

The CHamman. That increase is to buy water. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketener. (reading) : 

(b) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended under the heading “Outside 
the United States” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “Communication facilities” with respect to the Naval 
security group activity, Istanbul, Turkey, by striking out “$130,000” and in- 
serting in place thereof “$320,000.” 

(c) Public Law 85-241, as amended, is amended by striking out in clause 
2 of section 502 the amounts “$230,356,000,” “$48,199,000,” and “$337,611,000,” 
and inserting respectively in place thereof “$230,496,000,” “$48,389,000,” and 
“$337,941,000.” 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee—without objec- 
tion that is approved. 

Now, that winds up the Navy title. 

Now, let’s see what we can accomplish. The only thing I see we 
have accomplished is a reduction of one item, of $7 million. 

Now, what is the change—— 

Mr. Ketiener. About $8 million down, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. About $8 million. 

Now, we authorized—the bill was for $195,284,000. And as a re- 
sult of going through these items we have reduced it only about $8 
million ¢ 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, all of you gentlemen who were trying to keep 
7 up: I want you to be sure to help defend it on the floor of the 

ouse, 

I am counting on eight stalwart, valiant defenders on this item. 

Mr. Bares. How much did we rescind this year, Mr. Chairman, 
under the 3-year limitation ? 

Mr. Kettener. Over $1 billion. It is in your statement, Mr. 
Chairman. I don’t have a copy of it here. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, members of the committee, we will take a 
recess now. I want to compliment my appointee to the Academy, 
Captain Chew, for the magnificent, forceful way he has presented 
this bill. This is a tight bill of the Navy. Mr. Bryant’s office and 
the budget cut you right to the bone. You just can barely get by 
with it. That is the reason the committee has had to go along, be- 
cause we knew that. 

I want to compliment the captain on the forceful manner in which 
he presented it. I want to thank you on behalf of the committee. 

We excuse all of the Navy officers testifying and all of the support- 
ing naval officers who were filling up the room to back up this testi- 
mony. We will let you all go ae to your stations. 

Now we will take up with Air Force in the morning. 

Captain Curew. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then they will come up. 

Thank you very much. 

Captain Cuew. Thank you, sir. 

Admiral Pertter. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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- The Carman. The committee is recessed until tomorrow morn- 
ing, at 10 o’clock, when we will take up the Air Force. 

(Whereupon, at 3:20 p.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Wednesday, March 4, 1959.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CommitTres oN ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, March 4, 1959. 

The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Cuairman. Now, let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing 
on H.R. 4414. 

This morning we have the privilege to have the testimony of the 
Secretary of the Air Force, Hon. James H. Douglas. When the Sec- 
retary is finished then we will have a statement from General Fergu- 
son, and then Colonel Darby. Then later on we will have the line 
items explained by General Dreyer. 

Now, as all the members know, when the House convenes at 12 
o’clock the order of business is the consideration of two rules from 
the Armed Services Committee. One rule is H.R. 4413, a bill that 
will be presented to the House by Mr. Kilday, and the other bill is 
H.R. 3365, to be presented by Mr. Winstead. 

So we will not have a meeting this afternoon. But I trust that 
every one of you will be on the floor of the House and the members 
of Mr. Kilday’s subcommittee I strust will take part in the debate 
on this very important bill, which will be handled entirely by Mr. 
Kilday. 

I ci requesting that there be given time for Mr. Kilday to address 
the House. 

Mr. Gusser. Is that the hump bill? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

It is always a pleasure, Mr. Secretary, to have you testify before 
the committee. I had the privilege of reading your very fine state- 
ment, and I accord you the privilege of presenting it to the committee, 
and I trust members will do so without interruption. 

I suggest, Mr. Kelleher, you make his statement now available to 
the press. 

r. Kectener. All right, sir. 

Mr. Smart. It has been done. 

The CHammaNn. You may proceed, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Dovuaeuas. Mr. Cucina and members of the committee, 
I welcome the opportunity to introduce the Air Force military con- 
struction authorization request for fiscal year 1960. Military con- 
struction is a basic to all Air Force programs. In fact, for many 
of our major operational programs, it is the initial phase in program- 
ing and budgetary actions because of the long’ leadtime to produce 
completed usable facilities. In addition, because of the nature of 
new weapon systems and operational concepts, base facilities are 
increasingly an integral part of the weapon systems as in the case 
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of the missile force and in the case of dispersal and alert for the 
bomber force. 

I have given careful consideration, Mr. Chairman, to the form of 
our presentation today. I shall present some of our views as to the 
kind of Air Force that is required in the years ahead, and discuss 
some significant features of the authorization request contained in 
title ITI of the bill. 

Following my statement, as you indicated, General Ferguson will 
cover the most important weapon systems being developed and pro- 
cured in our 1960 program and how we can incorporate them into our 
force structure. This portion of our presentation will contain classi- 
fied information, and it is requested that it be made in closed session. 

Colonel Darby will discuss our base utilization program. This por- 
tion of our presentation will also contain classified information. 

General Dreyer then will present details of the Air Force fiscal year 
1960 construction requirements and their relationship to the opera- 
tional programs which they support. 

The Air Force must continue to play a vital role in deterring the 
potential enemies of the United States and the free world. 

The objective of U.S. military forces is deterrence. These are the 
elements of deterrence: 

First, force, and by this we mean adequate secure forces able to 
prevail over an enemy in the event of war. 

Second, the manifest determination to use the force, if required. 

And, lastly, the aggressor’s belief that the force and determination 
exist. 

The fundamental Air Force task, then, is to maintain inbeing forces 
of the size and effectiveness to deter general war. In forces main- 
tained to meet general war requirements, there is a powerful and effec- 
tive capability, adaptable as appropriate to meet limited war situa- 
tions. 

There has been a dynamic development of airpower by the Soviet 
Union. The Communists are making concerted efforts to outpace 
the United States and the free world in science, technology, and 
weapons development. Therefore, the threat facing us from the 
Soviet Union presents new problems. New weapon systems must be 
brought into the Air Force. At the same time, our existing weapon 
systems must be modernized and our ready capability maintained. 


STRATEGIC FORCES 


Today, our Army, Navy, and Air Force provide adequate deterrent 
power. Central to this deterrent power is the Strategic Air Com- 
mand. Our problem isto maintain the strong deterrent for the future. 

In long-range air weapon systems, more emphasis will be placed on 
an intercontinental capability. Our first ICBM’s, which will enter 
the strategic force this summer, will have ranges of 5,500 nautical 
miles. 

The B-52 has the intercontinental capability needed in our bombers. 
This aircraft, with a 10,000-pound bombload can take off from Loring, 
Maine, attack targets in the mag: | heartland, and return to the United 
States without air refueling. Air refueling gives intercontinental 
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capabilities to our whole strategic bomber force. ICBM?’s will be 
brought into the force rapidly and in growing numbers. 

Measures are being taken to assure the survival of the bomber and 
missile force in the event of a surprise enemy attack. The base dis- 
persal program for the bomber force should be continued. Con- 
struction pursuant to this program authorized by previous congres- 
sional action is now paying off in greater security. This program 
neon us to take off the long-range strike force in a short period of 
ime. 

_ Dispersal and hardening will be utilized to increase the survivabil- 
ity of the missile force. We plan to provide protectice construction 
for some of the Atlas missiles, all of the Titans and all of the Minute- 
men to withstand substantial overpressures. 

Based on estimates of cost effectiveness, we believe that the Minute- 
man is the missile that should be put into quantity production. The 
Minuteman is smaller and cheaper than the first generation missiles, 
easier to protect and capable of quicker reaction. 


AIR DEFENSE FORCES 


Air Defense forces make a significant contribution to the deterrent 
and to the security of our country. 

Three basic air defense principles are—forward defense, centralized 
control, and a mixture of weapons. 

Forward defense insures that the initial attack on enemy forces is 
made as soon as possible after detection. The enemy must be at- 
tacked as far as possible away from his targets—he must be attacked 
if possible in remote areas. This defense also provides for continuous 
attack after detection, to assure destruction of the enemy before he 
reaches a point where his air-to-surface missiles can be launched. 
Also, if we delay our attack until the enemy reaches his target area, 
his bomb could still detonate and cause large numbers of casualties. 

Why do we have to have both manned interceptors and surface-to-air 
missiles in our air defense force ? 

Manned interceptors are required for the function of very long 
range attack upon theenemy. Manned interceptors are also necessary 
for identification and airspace policing and denial. In this function, 
nothing has yet been developed to replace the judgment, flexibility, and 
intelligence of the man in the cockpit. 

ialaes most important, manned interceptors provide the capability 
for sustained operations which the expandable surface-to-air missile 
inventory does not. 

On the other hand, long range surface-to-air missiles are necessary 
to provide fast reaction, high rate of fire, and concentration of fire- 
power for maximum destruction of the attackers. 

In our air defense force more and more emphasis is going to be 
placed on long-range surface-to-air missiles. During the next few 
years we plan to reduce the number of manned interceptors in the air 
defense force. But we will have a continuing need for maintaining 
high quality, long-range manned interceptors in the force during the 
years to come. These new interceptors will permit us to broaden our 
areas of coverage with fewer forces, and the Bomarc missiles will 
permit a high rate of fire and a concentration of firepower. Supple- 
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menting these forces in our defense system, of course, are the Nike 
battalions of the Army. 
TACTICAL FORCES 


Let us now turn our attention to tactical air forces. They are an- 
other part of the overall deterrent. It can be anticipated that forces 
which are near an enemy and can strike immediately will be the first 
together with our strategic forces to react to overt moves of an enemy. 
Also, and very important, is the role that deployed tactical forces play 
in providing visible support to collective security. 

ur tactical forces have the capability to deliver varying degrees 
of firepower. They have a nuclear capability. They also have a 
capability to deliver a wide range of conventional high explosive 
weapons. : 

Our planned tactical forces will permit us to respond to national 
policy and to meet critical security needs and possible international 
situations. In the development of these forces, we have considered the 
geographical and political environment in which the forces will op- 
erate. In addition to their general war capabilities, our tactical forces 

lay an essential role in meeting threatened conflicts in remote areas. 

e have also considered deployed Army and naval forces and the 
forces of our allies. The military assistance program, combined 
with the efforts of our allies, has resulted in allied ground, naval, and 
air forces of substantial size and growing effectiveness. 


AIRLIFT FORCES 


The capability of our airlift forces also will expand during the 
coming years as we apply modernization to this segment of the force. 
Additional C-130 aircraft in the troop carrier force and the introduc- 
tion of a jet cargo aircraft into the MATS force beginning in 1961 
will increase our total airlift capability and will permit a reduction in 
the total number of military airlift squadrons. 


REDUCTION OF COMBAT WINGS 


In the near future, new weapons systems, especially ICBM’s and air 
defense missiles, will enter the Air Force in increasingly large num- 
bers. Between now and 1965 we plan further to reduce the total num- 
ber of manned aircraft wings in the Air Force. This will be offset by 
the greatly improved capabilities of the new weapon systems entering 
the force, and continued modernization of existing weapon systems. 

In many respects, the thing that gives new weapon systems the life 
that converts them from marvels of development to cold, hard mili- 
tary effectiveness in the military construction program, the subject 
of our being here today. 


SELECTION OF CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 


The Air Force has given careful thought to the selection of projects 
for inclusion in this program to provide maximum effectiveness to as- 
signed forces. Many exacting reviews of the program have eliminated 
all but the most urgent new construction requirements. 
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The Air Force is requesting additional construction authorizations 
in this bill amounting to $895,203,000. This total consists of $875,- 
104,000 for the aie forces including $872,761,000 for new proj- 
ects and increases of $2,343,000 in prior years authorizations; $4,- 
093,000 for new projects for the Air Force Reserve; and $16,006,000 
for the Air National Guard including $15,536,000 for new projects 
and increases of $470,000 in authorizations granted last year. 

Authorizations are also requested in the bill for construction of 
family housing in the United States under title VIII of the National 
Housing Act, and family housing and certain community facilities 
at oversea locations under the surplus commodity program. 

Since detailed presentation are being made separately with respect 
to the programs for the Air Force Reserve and the Air National 
Guard, I shall confine my remarks to the program contained in title 
III of the bill which relates to facility requirements for the Regular 
forces of the Air Force. 


MISSILE AND SPACE VEHICLE FACILITIES 


A predominant portion of the new authorization request is devoted 
to operational missile facilities. Approximately $343 million is re- 
quested for construction of additional ballistic missile facilities. This 
amount will provide the balance of the operational squadron sites 
under the current Atlas program, additional operational squadron 
sites for the Titan, and test facilities to advance the development and 
employment of the Minuteman solid-propellant ICBM. | An addi- 
tional $33 million, related to the ballistic missile program, is included 
in the authorization request to provide launching, tracking, and 
acquisition sites and control centers for the Sentry and other satellite 
programs. 

BOMBER AND TANKER FACILITIES 


Ten million dollars is requested for facilities at U.S. bases for the 
supersonic air-to-surface Hound Dog missile which can be launched 
from the B-52 several hundred miles from targets, and for facilities 
at B-52 bases for Quail decoy missiles. 

The program also provides for construction to increase the capa- 
bility of the bomber force. We are requesting $18 million for the 
conversion of four B-47 bases, namely, Homestead, McCoy, Larson, 
and Schilling for deployment of B-52 squadrons. The conversion of 
these 4 bases will provide a total of 37 bases for dispersal of the 
B-52 bomber force. 

Other substantial amounts are included in the program to improve 
the dispersal and alert posture of the long range bomber and tanker 
force, including $21.5 million for the third major increment of con- 
struction at Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis., which will be the 
home of one of the first operational B-58 wings. 


AIR DEFENSE FACILITIES 


In the defense area, missiles and missile detection call for a sub- 
stantial share of the construction program. Twenty-six million dol- 
lars is requested to construct five additional BO C missile squad- 
ron sites. Thirty-three million dollars is included to provide addi- 
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tional facilities needed for the first operational sites of the ballistic 
missile early warning system—BMEWS—construction of which was 
initiated with fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction authoriza- 
tions. 

SAGE—the semiautomatic ground envioronment system— requires 
about $90 million for 1960. Seventy-six million dollars of this amount 
will provide construction at carefully selected locations for the in- 
stallation of solid-state—or transitor—computers and hardening of 
these sites. This will permit improved operational techniques. An 
additional $14 million is requested to continue the tie-in of radar 
sites to the SAGE centers. Other construction requested for defense 
systems will increase substantially electric power capacities for the 
operation of improved, longer range radars at North American sites; 
initiate construction of a combat operations center in the Colorado 
Springs, Colo., area for the North American Air Defense Command 
(NORAD) ; and improve the effectiveness of the manned interceptor 
force. 

TACTICAL FACILITIES 


Included in the facilities requested for the tactical forces is $10 
million for hardened Mace surface-to-surface missile sites at overseas 
locations. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FACILITIES 


Twenty-two million dollars is included in the program for facilities 
for research, development, and test activities. This amount primaril 
provides additional facilities to support new and expanded researc 
and development programs in the fields of supersonic aircraft, mis- 
siles, and human factors. 


OTHER FACILITIES 


Another substantial portion of the program provides an additional 
increment of $21 million for construction at Andrews Air Force 
Base, which will permit the move of Air Force flying activities from 
Washington National Airport and Bolling Air Force Base. 

Other highly important programs for which construction is 
requested include facilities to support MATS and tactical airlift 
operations, AMC depot support activities, and theater forces and 
classified activities at overseas locations. 

Although primary emphasis in this fiscal year 1960 construction 
authorization program has been directed to the satisfaction of opera- 
tional-type requirements, it also continues at a slow rate our pro- 
grams for improvement in personnel facilities and for replacement 
of substandard facilities. 

Housing, dormitories, and community facilities in the program 
amount to $36 million. Twenty-two million dollars of this amount 
is for the construction of airmen dormitories and dining halls, includ- 
ing $6.8 million for the replacement of substandard World War II 
mobilization and theater-of-operations-type quarters. The balance of 
the troop housing projects in the program will alleviate current 
deficiencies for planned personnel strengths. 

Authorization is requested for the provision of just over 8,000 
additional units of family housing in the United States. One hundred 
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and thirty-five units are proposed for appropriated fund financing. 
The remainder will be provided under title VIII of the National 
Housing Act. The application of title VIII remains as the only 
substantial source of Dadly needed family housing for Air Force 
personnel. Overseas we are relying on the surplus commodity pro- 
gram in fiscal year 1960 to provide some 2,000 family houses and 
associated community facilities at essential locations. 

Seventeen million five hundred thousand dollars is provided in the 
program for medical facilities, including one new and three replace- 
ment hospitals. 

With respect to replacement or rehabilitation of existing substand- 
ard facilities, the program amounts to $35.3 million. Two-thirds of 
these replacement projects consist of troop housing and medical 
facilities. 

The military construction program the Air Force is presenting 
today is carefully integrated with our procurement, weapons, per- 
sonnel, and operating programs. The authorization request has been 
developed with a realistic consideration of a required level of opera- 
tional readiness, the need for continued modernization of the forces 
and their supporting base facilities, and the importance of maintain- 
ing a sound Thalia between immediate and long-term objectives. 

If it is agreeable to you, Mr. Chairman, General Ferguson will 
proceed to give the committee a quick review of our important weapons 
systems, with the aid of these visual arrangements. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

I know each member of the committee appreciates the very fine 
statement that you have just submitted, which is full of very important 
information that will be of aid and assistance to the committee. 

Are there any questions from any members of the committee of a 
— nature to the Secretary based upon the statement that he has 
made? 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Doucuas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenns. On page 13 you mention that you have $21 million 
requested in there for construction of Andrews Air Force Base, to 
permit the move of the Air Force flying from National Airport and 

olling Air Force Base. This is necessitated, I suppose, in view of the 
crowded conditions out here. In view of the fact that we are building 
this new airport out in the country here is it possible to continue the 
present situation, or do we have to move before we ever complete the 
other airport ? 

I was thinking in terms of whether this airport would be available 
and MATS facilities would be available? 

Secretary Dovetas. I think the need has become increasingly urgent, 
to try to move Air Force flying at Bolling and Navy flying at Ana- 
costia out of those two inadequate airports which are right in the 
cmc of all operations of Washington National. This is the first 

roblem. 
Now, for a long time the Civil Aeronautics Authority, and now 
Federal Aviation, have been anxious for the Air Force to move the 
very limited operations that we have from Washington National 
Airport. 
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We think the time has come that it is very important to go ahead 
and put facilities in Andrews which will not only permit us to move 
over there, but which provide part of the necessary expanded facilities 
for the Navy to move certain operations in there. 

Mr. AreNps. I was just thinking in terms of with the completion of 
the new airport at Chantilly se we would have plenty of space at 
Chantilly, National Airport, and Andrews. I was just thinking in 
terms of whether we wouldn’t have to do that much. 

Secretary Dove.as. The traffic operation has increased so rapidly 
and I think everyone has become so conscious in the last 2 years of 
the desirability of having a manageable traffic rather than a traffic 
which is relatively unmanageable—— 

The Cuamman. Any further questions from any members of the 
committee ? 

Secretary Dovetas. They are perfectly true that they need the two 
civil airports. 

Mr. Arenps. Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kowalski. 

Mr. Kowatsk1. I have a question in relation to our ability in the 
ICBM and particularly to our ability in case we have to use it. 

On page 10 you say $343 million 1s requested for construction of 
additional ballistic missile facilities. How much of that will be for 
ICBM in the Zone of the Interior? Have you any idea? 

Secretary Doveuas. Yes, I have. 

Substantially all of that, over $300 million. 

Mr. Kowatskr. That answers it. 

Secretary Dovexas. In this military construction program there is 
$334 million. There is more than—no, $340 million is about right 
for operational facilities for ICBM’s. 

Mr. Kowatsxr. Thank you, sir. 

Secretary Dovetas. In the United States. 

Mr. Kowatsxi. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, on page 11 you speak of the conversion of the 
B-47 bases to B-52 bases, and you say it will provide a total of 37 
bases. Is this the entire program for dispersal, or is this an incre- 
ment? How many more bases will there be? 

Secretary Dovucias. Well, the entire program on the basis of our 
present planning which now anticipates a total of 14 B-52 wings, or 
42 squadrons, would eventually require 5 more squadron dispersal 
bases if the present program is carried to its logical conclusion. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. So that we can expect five more—under present 
planning, we can expect five more conversions or new fields? 

Secretary Dovexas. In the fairly near future we will begin to phase 
out some B-47 wings. This makes it relatively easy to provide B-52 
facilities with relatively little cost. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. As I understand, Mr. Secretary, there will be addi- 
tional places where this dispersal program will be carried on—five 

more places ? 

Secretary Dovetas. As a maximum under present planning. 
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Mr. Arenps. Under present planning. 

The Cuarrman. And it is to be hoped, I trust, Mr. Secretary, that 
this dispersal will take place on Government-owned premises now—— 

Mr, Arenps. Installations. 

The CuatrMan. Installations, instead of new ones. 

Secretary Doveias. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let me ask you this for the record. What is 
the total number of wings we have today, we had 117 at the start 
of the year. 

One hundred and five, isn’t it ? 

Secretary Doveias. We will have 105 at the end of the present 
fiscal year. I would say that today we have 110 wings. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, at the end of fiscal year 1960 what will be the number of 
wings? 

Secretary Douveuas. 102. 

The Cuarman. 102 in 1960. 

Now, in July we will have 105? 

Secretary Dovetas. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. And you go down in the next fiscal year, which 
this bill relates to. 

Secretary Douetas. My 102 is correct, but it includes missile wings. 
The manned aircraft wings will go down to 99 in fiscal 1960. 

The Cuarrman, All right. Then the committee can understand at 
the end of 1960 fiscal we will have man-épetated wings of 99; is that 
correct ? , 

Secretary Doveias. That is correct. 

The CuHarrman. Any questions from any other members of the 
committee ? 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Price. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Secretary, I would like to refer to your comments 
on page 8 on the airlift forces. 

You say “The capability of our airlift forces also will expand dur- 
ing the coming years.” Now, what do you mean by coming years? 
How many years are involved ? 

Secretary Dovetas. Well, the airlift capability, Mr. Price, will 
increase because of modernizing further our troop carrier forces 
and our MATS airlift with aircraft that are capable of bigger loads 
and longer ranges, and this will happen with a decrease in the number 
of aircraft. 

Mr. Price. Yes. What period of time are you going to take for 
that, modernization ? 

Secretary Doveias. At the present time I think the answer is that 
our purchase of transport aircraft is at a very low rate. 

Mr. Price. How many—— 

Secretary Dovatas. We are purchasing in the 1960 budget only 18 
of the advanced type C-130B’s and we are purchasing—— 

Mr. Price. Are these jets? 

Secretary. Dovetas.. Ten modern long-range jet cargo aircraft. 

Mr. Price. There will be 10 jets? 

Secretary. Dovueias. That is correct. This will be the first purchase 
of the kind. 
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Mr. Price. When will they be purchased ? 

Secretary Doveias. We expect in the early part of the 1960 period 
after the budget has been approved. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you—— 

Mr. Price. Are they in the budget for 1960? 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Secretary, you spoke about the dynamic develop- 
ment of the Soviet—of airpower by the Soviet Union. Aside from 
missiles, what significant developments have the Soviets made in the 
past few years in air power? 

Secretary Dovetas. I think in connection with the developments 
most interesting to us is the development of an advanced bomber 
which appears to be a supersonic bomber. What they do with this 
development is, of course, very important. We can’t tell today 
whether this bomber is going into production in an important way 
or not. 

Mr. Witson. There isn’t as much—— 

Secretary Dovetas. But they have moved into a bomber that is 
supersonic and it has been suggested by some examining of the in- 
formation that is available on the subject that this might represent a 
step in a nuclear-powered aircraft program. 

Mr. Witson. Well, there isn’t as much concern this year by the 
Air Force, or others, is there, as there was last year, that the Soviets 
were going to have a large force of long-range jet bombers ? 

Secretary Dovauas. I think that is a proper statement. And I 
think that it could be carried back 2 years. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Secretary, 1 would like to ask you one ques- 
tion. I think the committee, as well as the country might be deeply 
interested in it. 

What progress is being made either by research and development 
or studies with reference to having nuclear-powered aircraft ? 

Mr. Price. That is a good question. 

The CuatrMan. I want to know something about that. 

Mr. Price. That is a good question. 

The CuHarrman. If you are not in a position to answer it now I 
want you to get prepared and come back up here and tell this commit- 
tee all about research and development, where the bottleneck is if there 
is a bottleneck, and what is going on with reference to using nuclear 
powerplants to drive an aircraft. 

Mr. Price. That is a very good question, Mr. Chairman. I hope 
you get a good answer. 

Secretary Doveras. Mr. Chairman, if there are any gaps in the 
information I give I assure you of my personal knowledge that Mr. 
Price can fillin. [Laughter. ] 

The Carman. Yes, I know that. Mr. Price is very much con- 
cerned about that, as well as the balance of the 37 members of the com- 
mittee, and the country at large. 

Now, tell us boriedly—lot the country know what you are doing 
about it. 

Secretary Dovaetas. Briefly the attempt that the Defense Depart- 
ment has made, which has been principally a joint attempt between the 
Air Force—— 
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The Cuarrman. Wait a minute. You want this in open session ? 
Secretary Doucias. Well—— 

The Cuamman. All right. ; 

‘ arenty Dovetas. I started to raise a question on it. Then I 
eard—— 

The Cuatrman. All right, I will withdraw that for the time being. 

Members of the committee 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes; goright ahead. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Secretary, I note here on page 4 that you were 
— your plans for the hardening and dispersal of the inter- 
continental ballistic missile launching sites and the thought struck me 
that it must obviously be true that a missile base can only be as hard 
as its softest point. 

Secretary Douetas. That is correct. 

Mr. Gusser. You have to get utilities in to these things—electric 
power, for example, and at some point that has to come from the 
surface to the hardened underground base. So that point X is obvi- 
ously the softest point. 

Now, I am just beginning to wonder if the Air Force can give any 
answer to the fact that there probably is no such thing as a hard base 
if its softest point is a weak one, and aren’t these intercontinental bal- 
listic missiles actually 30 minutes from destruction, if you hit the 
soft point ? : 

Secretary Dove.as. I think the time estimate is a good estimate. 
And you describe a very important problem. 

We have had occasion to discuss this particularly in connection with 
trying to protect Sage centers, where you have a very complicated 
communications system. There is a variety of opinion as to whether 
you should take communication cables 3 miles away from a center or 
whether you should take communication cables 25 miles away from a 
center, in a hardened stand. 

This is a very practical question and it is receiving attention. 

The Cuarrman. Now let the Secretary’s statement be given to the 

ress. 
" The committee now, in accordance with the suggestion of the Sec- 
retary, will go in executive session to hear further from the Secretary 
and General Ferguson. 

All visitors in the committee room who have no connection with 
the presentation of this legislation are respectfully requested to retire. 

Let’s everybody get out who was not brought up here in connection 
poo nl hering? 

r. Secretary, did you bring all this large gathering ? 

Mr. Wiuson. Mr. Chairman, there is a sign outside that says 
“executive session.” You can’t get in the door. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Mr. Smart, see that everybody gets out. 

Any work being done today down in the Department, Mr. Secre- 
tary? You have a very large staff up here today. [Laughter.] 

ecretary Doucias. Every once in a while I try to reduce that able 
staff and then I am—— 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Who isin charge? 

(Whereupon, at 10:30 a.m., the committee went into executive 
session. ) 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Thursday, March 6, 1959. 

The committee met at 2:30 p.m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Cuatrman. Members of the committee, let’s come to order. 

General, I am sorry that we had to wait for half an hour. A roll- 
call occurred just at a quarter of 2, and the members have not returned. 

You my proceed, now, General. Goright ahead. 

General aera Mr. Chairman and members of the committee; 
the preceding presentations have outlined the major air program 
requirements and objectives and the goals toward which the Air 
Force is building. My statement will provide details of the projects 
in the construction authorization request we are presenting today 
and will show the relationship of the projects to the weapon systems 
and program objectives which they support. 

The development of the Air Force fiscal year 1960 military con- 
struction program has been controlled by several major consider- 
ations. First is support of the vital immediate and continuing need 
to maintain a capability, with bases in being, for immediate re- 
sponse to an aggression against the United States or its allies. This 
capability is the principal factor in achieving the deterrence objective 
of which Secretary Douglas spoke. 

Second is the establishment of operational bases throughout the 
world from which we can successfully counter the threats of limited 
wars. 

Third is the integration into the Air Force of new weapons systems 
and capabilities for superior defense posture in the future. This 
must be accomplished within available and foreseeable resources, 
without an unacceptable degradation of current capabilities to deter 
or counter the opposing military threat. 

Fourth is the continuing and essential need, concurrently with the 
satisfaction of operational requirements, to alleviate existing de- 
ficiencies in our physical plant and to establish an adequate standard 
of living for our personnel by the provision of adequate personnel 
facilities, including family housing. 

Last is the relationship of base facility and construction require- 
ments to future force and program objectives. We must insure that 
facilities constructed are adaptable to long-range requirements or 
that the planned period of use is sufficient to warrant their construc- 
tion. 

To aid implementation of these construction considerations and as 
part of overall Air Force program, force, and budgetary considera- 
tions, a weapon system approach has been ge in the analysis of 
requirements and programs. By this method, total costs for each of 
the various systems or program objectives are analyzed in respect to 
the capabilities produced the respective systems or objectives. 
This type of analysis provides a more realistic method for selecting 
the most effective and efficient combination of forces and systems at- 
tainable within available resources, and for minimizing imbalances 
between weapons and their — components. 

Since separate hearings are being held on construction for the Air 
Force Reserve and the Air National Guard, I shall discuss only those 
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pares related to the Regular forces and listed in title III of the 
ill. 

Program summary: The following table summarizes the Air Force 
fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization request. 

Mr. Chairman, since I am going to discuss the items in this table, I 
will ask your permission to just insert it in the record. 

The Cuarrman. Put this in the record. 

(The table referred to is as follows :) 


Summary of Air Force fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization 




















Inside the United States (sec. 301) $332, 664, 000 
Outside the United States (sec. 301) 79, 056, 000 
Missiles and missile detection (sec. 302) 443, 541, 000 
Unforeseen construction (sec. 303) ----- 17, 500, 000 
Total, new projects 872, 761, 000 
Public Law 85-241 authorization increase (sec. 305) ---.------- 265, 000 
Public Law 85-685 authorization increase (sec. 306) -.--------_-- 2, 078, 000 
Total, prior authorization increase 2, 343, 000 
Total, increase in Air Force authorization____-_-__-___--_____ 875, 104, 000 


General Dreyer. The total increase in Air Force authorization pro- 

for fiscal year 1960 is $875,104,000. 

Of the $872.8 million of new authorization provided by the bill, 
$332,664,000 represents projects at bases inside the United States and 
$79,056,000 are for projects outside the United States. In addition, 
the major portion of the missile and missile-detection authorization 
of $443,541,000 will be utilized inside the United States. 

Of the $79 million shown for outside the United States, $8 million 
are in U.S. Territories and possessions, and over $22 million are for 
projects on the North American Continent which directly contribute 
to continental defense. This leaves only $49 million, or less than 6 

rcent of the total program, for projects in foreign countries outside 

orth America. 

Sections 305 and 306 of the bill amend 2 prior years’ authorizations 
acts to increase authorizations granted therein for certain projects by 
a total of $2,343,000 to cover authorization deficiencies resulting from 
increased costs and low initial estimates. 

The request for new authority provides for construction at 153 
major installations, of which 104 are inside the United States and 
49 are outside the United States. In addition, the program provides 
facilities at a number of other sites and locations, including aircraft 
control and warning system network projects, facilities for the de- 
velopment, testing, and operation of missiles, and classified facilities 
at various oversea locations. 

To accommodate adjustments being made in the composition of the 
forces and in base deployments, existing bases are being adapted to 
the extent that no new major bases will be initiated with fiscal year 
1960 construction, although there are several new unmanned radar gap 
filler sites in the program. 

Many Air Force bases are utilized by units of more than one major 
Air Force command. Therefore, it is considered more appropriate 
and useful.to the committee to present and discuss the content of our 
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construction program in terms of the program objective or weapon 

system which the construction supports. However, to summarize the 
rogram by the major commands to which the bases are assigned and 
isted in the bill, I have included the following table. 

And this table, sir, is a breakdown by command of the program 
which I will not discuss further, and with your permission I will also 
insert this one into the record as information, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

(The table referred to is as follows :) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


Military construction authorization program, fiscal year 1960, summary by 






















































































comm 
See. 301: 
Command inside the United States: 
Air Defense Command $32, 029, 000 
Alaskan Air Command 22, 531, 000 
Air Materiel Command 21, 162, 000 
Air Research and Development Command 13, 990, 000 
Air Training Command 15, 946, 000 
Air University 2, 306, 000 
Headquarters Command 21, 810, 000 
Military Air Transport Service 3, 617, 000 
Strategic Air Command-__-___ 87, 710, 000 
Tactical Air Command_____-_____-__ 14, 306, 000 
Aircraft Control and Warning System 97, 257, 000 
Total, inside the United States 332, 664, 000 
Command outside the United States: 
Military Air Transport Service 2, 566, 000 
Pacific Air Forces 28, 885, 000 
Strategic Air Command 8, 679, 000 
U.S. Air Forces in Europe 16, 926, 000 
U.S. Security Service 4, 908, 000 
Special facilities. 105, 000 
Aircraft control and warning system 16, 987, 000 
Total, outside the United States 79, 056, 000 
Sec. 302: 
Ballistic missiles 374, 085, 000 
Strategic missiles 2 5 
Defense missiles 26, 000, 000 
BMEWS 33, 456, 000 
Total, sec. 302 443, 541, 000 
Sec. 303: 
Unforeseen construction 17, 500, 000 
Total, sec. 303 17, 500, 000 
Total, new authorization 872, 761, 000 


General Dreyer. “Program objective summary.” Following is a 
summary of the authorization request by the major Air Force pro- 
gram objectives and weapon systems which the construction will sup- 
port. 

I will discuss this table in detail, so again I ask your permission to 
insert this in the record, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Put it in the record. 
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(The table referred to is as follows :) 
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


Fiscal year 1960 military-construction authorization—Summary by program 
objective 





Percent Amount | Percent 
of total of total 


Tactical aircraft $10, 315, 000 i.2 
Tactical support 5, 248, 000 -6 


Military air transport.......| 12,982,000 1.5 
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Strategic forces 


Ballistic missiles 
Satellite programs 
Air-to-surface missil 
Bomber facilities - - 
Tanker facilities 
Strategic support 


Air defense 231, 702, 000 
Defense missiles 26, 994, 000 


Interceptor facilities 24, 925, 000 
Ballistic missile early 
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Transport aircraft 1, 032, 000 
MATS support 11, 950, 000 


General support id 18, 267, 000 
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Research, development, 
and test 
Training and education_. 
Depot operations 
Oversea theater forces _- 
Move of AF flying activ- 
ities from Washington, 
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Special facilities... _.._- 
Unforeseen construction - 
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NORAD Headquarters. 
Air defense support 


Tactical forces 
Tactical missiles 
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_ General Dreyer. Construction for strategic forces: The largest por- 
tion of the program, $484 million or over 55 percent of the total pro- 


ram, provides facilities in direct support of the strategic strike forces. 

his total consists of facilities for manned bombers and their support- 
ing tanker aircraft, ballistic and air-to-surface missiles, and space 
satellite programs. 

Ballistic missiles: Over two-thirds of the facilities requested for the 
strategic forces, or $343 million, are for ballistic missiles. In the 
fiscal year 1959 and prior years’ programs, construction was provided 
for research, test, and training facilities at various locations for both 
the intercontinental and intermediate range ballistic missiles; develop- 
ment of the first six operational sites for the Atlas ICBM; and initia- 
tion of construction for hardened operational Titan ICBM sites. 

The authorization requested in the fiscal year 1960 program will 
construct facilities for additional squadrons of the Atlas ICBM. 
These sites will be constructed in a configuration which provides an 
increased degree of dispersal and protection and capability for rapid 
launch in event of an attack. 

The “Ballistic missile” authorization also provides construction for 
additional Titan ICBM squadrons in a fully hardened configuration. 
In addition, certain technical support items will be provided at opera- 
tional ICBM sites initiated under prior years’ programs. 

Also included in the ballistic-missile amount are authorizations for 
the construction of test and prototype launching facilities for the 
Minuteman solid-propellant ICBM. 

Satellite programs: $33 million are requested for facilities support- 
ing various satellite programs for attack warning, reconnaissance, 
communications, and global weather surveillance. These facilities 
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consist of launching sites, tracking and information acquisition sites, 
and control and data interpretatian centers. 

Air-to-surface missiles: $10 million are included in the program to 
construct facilities for the Hound Dog and the Quail air-to-surface 
missiles carried by the Strategic Air Command bombers to provide 
them with greater penetration capability. This amount provides as- 
sembly, checkout, and engine-test facilities at 15 B-52 bases inside the 
United States. 

Bomber facilities: Fiscal year 1957 construction authorization ini- 
tiated a program of construction to adapt existing Air Force bases for 
dispersal of the squadrons of the SAC heavy-bomber force. Through 
the fiscal year 1959 program, construction has been completed or is 
underway providing 22 of these B-52 dispersal bases. Added to the 
11 bases which lsd bee the homes for the original B-36 wings, these 
22 additional bases would permit full dispersal by squadron of the 
then-planned 33 squadrons or 11 wings of B-52’s. 

The currently planned B-52 force has been increased to 14 wings 
and additional dispersal bases are needed. This authorization request 
proposes the provision of four additional B-52 dispersal bases by the 
conversion of existing B-47 installations—Homestead, Fla.; McCoy, 
Fla.; Larson, Wash.; and Schilling, Kans.—as Colonel Darby pointed 
out this morning, and includes $18.2 million for construction of facili- 
ties for that purpose. 

By adjustment of the forces and attrition of B-47 units concur- 
wigs with the increase in the number of B-52 wings, a substantial 
degree of dispersal also is being achieved for the medium bomber 
wings. The bomber-force facilities in this year’s construction pro- 
gram includes a third major increment of construction, $21.5 million, 
at Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis., at which one of the first. oper- 
ational B-58 wings will be deployed. 

The balance of $29.5 million for bombers principally provides oper- 
ational types of facilities at dispersal bases previously programed to 
improve the capability and alert posture of the B-52 squadrons at 
those locations. 

SAC tanker facilities: In the fiscal year 1958 supplemental and 
fiscal year 1959 programs, authorization and funds were provided for 
construction which would permit the relocation of KC-97 tanker- 
refueling squadrons from southern bases in the United States to loca- 
tions in northern areas from which they can operate without delay in 
support of strike missions by the B-47 medium bombers. Under 
those programs 10 KC-97 squadrons are being relocated on eight 
existing Air Force bases. 

In this program $6.7 million are requested to provide additional 
facilities to increase operational effectiveness of the KC-97’s at six 
bases; $1.6 million of the tanker-facilities amount provides additional 
construction at one KC-135 tanker base. 

Strategic support: The balance of $20 million for strategic support 
is distributed among a number of bases and consists of various opera- 
tional and support facilities which directly support the strategic. ef- 
fort but are not associated solely with a single strategic system or 
objective. 
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Air defense: Facilities for air defense, including both active de- 
fense and warning and control functions, amount to $231.7 million, 
or 26.5 percent of the total program. 

Defense missiles: A significant package within this defense group- 
ing is that for the Bomare missile, amounting to $27 million. Con- 
struction of facilities for this missile was initiated in the fiscal year 
1958 construction program at four locations. Fiscal year 1959 au- 
thorizations provided facilities at 10 additional locations. This fiscal 
year 1960 request includes $26 million to construct five additional 
sites and $1 million for support facilities at a previously programed 
site. 

The Bomare missile squadrons are being placed on or near existing 
Air Force or other military installations, with the main base provid- 
ing the major portion of necessary support facilities, including 
housing. 

Interceptor facilities: The $24.9 million for interceptors provide 

rincipally operational and maintenance facilities at a number of 
aa to improve the readiness capability and effectiveness of fighter 
interceptor aircraft. A major portion of the items consists of shel- 
ters for the calibration of the interceptor weapons and shops for the 
maintenance of the extensive and sensitive armament and electronics 
equipment on the newer improved types of Century-series interceptor 
aircraft. 

Ballistic missile early warning: The Soviet advances in ballistic 
missilies have emphasized the need for a system to provide immediate 
warning of a surprise ballistic missile attack against this country. 
This is essential to the protection and response of our deterrent and 
active defensive forces. The Congress recognized this urgent need 
last year and authorized $189 million in the fiscal year 1958 py xt 
mental construction program to proceed with development of a bal- 
listic missile warning system. Construction of the system now is well 
underway. This fiscal year 1960 program contains $33.5 million of 
additional authorization to provide the balance of the facilities needed 
for the first operational sites. 

Aircraft control and warning: $33.2 million are requested to pro- 
vide for expansion and improvements in the radar warning system, 
Almost $20 million of this amount is for the provision of increased 
electric power generating capacity at primary radar stations in North 
America. This increased power is required for the operation of new 
types of more powerful and longer range radar equipment being 
installed in the system. 

Also included in the warning and control package are 27 units of 
family housing at each of 5 radar sites inside the United States where 
community housing is not available for lease; 19 unmanned automatic 
gap filler sites in the United States; and freight terminals at several 
principal resupply stations on the DEW line to provide logistic sup- 
port improvements determined necessary after experience gained in 
the worl meres operation of the DEW line. 

SAGE: A substantial amount, $90,661,000, is requested for the 


SAGE (semiautomatic ground environment) system which provides 
the speed and accuracy necessary for air battle analysis and control 
and coordination of intercept actions with our defense missiles and 
interceptor aircraft. The major portion, $76.3 million, of the SAGE 
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authorization amount will be utilized for the construction of a number 
of hardened facilities for the installation of solid-state (transistor ) 
computers in supercombat centers. 

Construction of these supercombat centers will substantially reduce 
the vulnerability of the SAGE system and will provide much greater 
capacities for air surveillance and weapons control. These tremen- 
dous improvements in air defense capabilities are possible as the result 
of recent developments in solid-state electronic elements, or tran- 
sistors, and the application of transistors to computers, together with 
better computer techniques. They are the direct outgrowth of our 
research and development program and the application of commer- 
cial developments to the resolution of military problems. 

The balance of the facilities requested for the SAGE system pri- 
marily provides communications receivers and transmitters and op- 
erations buildings additions at existing radar sites to tie them into 
the SAGE direction and control centers. 

Norad headquarters: $10 million are requested to initiate construc- 
tion of a hardened combat operations center in the Colorado Springs, 
Colo., area, from which the Norad command will direct and control 
the air defense of the United States and Canada. In this facility, 
the Norad component force commands will perform their various 
functions which are directly related to the tactical operations in sup- 
port of the Norad mission. 

The initial increment requested in this program generally will pro- 
vide for necessary real estate ‘acquisition, site preparation, rock exca- 
vation, and utilities and access roads. Subsequent increments will 
complete excavation work and construct the basic operations center 
structure and supporting facilities. 

Air defense support : The $12.5 million for air defense support, as in 
the case of the strategic support package discussed earlier, includes 
various types of facilities related to more than one weapon system. 
These projects, ——: consist of operational, aircraft maintenance, 
and personnel support facilities, and include $4.3 million for facilities 
needed to support the ADC fighter interceptor weapons employment 
center at Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla. 

Tactical force: The program directly supporting the tactical forces 
amounts to $25.8 million, or 3 percent of the total authorization re- 
quest ; $10.2 million are devoted to facilities for tactical missiles, the 
major portion of which will.provide hardened facilities for the MACE 
missile at overseas locations. Other projects for the tactical forces 
include $10.3 million for operational and aircraft maintenance facili- 
ties in support of tactical wiv tanker, and transport aircraft, and 
hed million for various support facilities at Tactical Air Command 

ases. 

Military air transport: Projects for military air transport activities 
total $18 million and consist of operational and support facilities 
related to MATS transport aircraft operations. 

Research, development, and test: $23.7 million are requested for 
facilities to support Air Force research and development programs. 
‘The principal projects include $5.7 million at Arnold Engineering De- 
velopment Center to provide increased capabilities for development 
work associated with supersonic aircraft and missile engine compo- 
nents under such conditions as orbital speed, and $7.3 million for a 
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laboratory at Wright Patterson Air Force Base for research in sonic: 
effects on flight vehicles. 

Training and education: The training and education package of 
$12.8 million includes $10.8 million for operational, training, and sup- 

ort facilities at bases of the Air Training Command and $2 million 
or personnel and support facilities at the Air University at Maxwell 
and Gunter Air Force Bases, Ala. 

Depot operations: $7.6 million are included in the program for vari- 
ous operational, maintenance, supply, and support facilities at Air 
Materiel Command depots inside the United States. 

Oversea theater forces: Facilities for forces stationed in oversea 
theaters include $15.6 million for classified activities of the U.S. Secur- 
ity Service, $13.8 million for Pacific area bases, and $6.4 million for 
bases in the European and Middle East area. 

Move of Air Force flying activities from the Washington, D.C., 
area: $20.7 million are included in the program for construction at 
Andrews Air Force Base, Md., to provide a second increment of facil- 
ities needed by the Air Force to implement plans for phasing Air 
Force and Navy flying activities out of Anacostia Naval Air Station, 
Bolling Air Force Base, and Washington National Airport. 

Air Force construction authorized in fiscal year 1959 at Andrews 
provided the long lead-time airfield construction plus st «gol fa- 
cilities to accommodate the Air Force flying activity to be moved 
from Washington National Airport. The additional facilities in this 
fiscal year 1960 request will accommodate the flying activities to be 
moved from Bolling Air Force Base. 

Unforeseen construction : $17.5 million of authorization is requested 
in this bill for construction of unforeseen projects, without identifi- 
cation to specific construction items or locations. This authorization 
will provide the Secretary of the Air Force authority to construct 
urgently required facilities for which requirements are not now known: 
or firm but which must be initiated prior to the next military con- 
structions authorization act. 


Changing international conditions and operational concepts, 


changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, improved 
production schedules, and new or unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements often create new and additional facility require- 
ments on which construction must be initiated promptly and provided 
in short periods of time in order that the weapons and systems may 
be effectively utilized at the earliest possible dates or by specified re- 
quirement dates. 

Unused balances of this type of emergency authority available un- 
der Public Law 85-685 will expire as of the date of enactment of this 
bill. Similarly, any unused balance under the emergency author- 
ization requested in this bill will expire on September 30, 1960. 

Categories of construction; In the preceding summary of the pro- 


gram by weapon system and program objectives, each of the program 
packages discussed includes facilities that fall under the various 


standard construction categories. To provide the committee with a 


corollary analysis of the program, the following table shows the 


distribution of the authorization request by major construction 
category : 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
Fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization program by construction 






































categories 

‘Category : Amount 
Operational and training -. $652, 317, 000 
Maintenance____-___-_________ 59, 166, 000 
Research, development, and test 22, 266, 000 
Supply 138, 971, 000 
Hospital and medical 17, 488, 000 
Administrative = 3, 802, 000 
Housing and community 36, 012, 000 
Utilities and ground improvements 49, 175, 000 
Real estate. rae 1, 064, 000 
Unforeseen construction._._._...____.__--___--_--------------- 17, 500, 000 
2 ee a ee 872, 761, 000 


General Dreyer. Over two-thirds of the operational and training 
‘category which represents about 75 percent of the total program, 1s 
composed of missile and satellite facilities. 

Hospital and medical: The hospital and medical facilities category 
of $17.5 million consists of four hospitals, five dispensaries, and an 
outpatient facility. The hospitals, which are the predominant portion 
of this category, include a new hospital at Clinton County Air Force 
Base, Ohio, where none currently exists, and three hospitals to replace 
grossly inadequate and substandard facilities at Sheppard Air Force 
Base, Texas; George Air Force Base, Calif.; and Clark Air Force 
Base, Philippine Islands. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, incidentally, is in Texas, sir. 

Utilities and ground improvements: Almost half of the Utilities 
category which makes up 5.3 percent of the total program is for the 
provision of increased electric power capacity at aircraft control and 
warning sites on the North American Continent which I previously 
discussed. The balance of the utilities items include the second incre- 
ment of a program to provide a waterborne sewage system at Thule 
Air Base in Greenland and utility system extensions and additions 
at various bases required to support the new facilities to be constructed 
in this program. 

Real Estate : $1.1 million are requested in the program for the acqui- 
sition of various types of identified real estate interests. These inter- 
ests include 1,563 acres of fee purchase at a cost of $850,000; 550 acres 
of clearance easements at a cost of $141,000; and 33 acres of right-of- 
way easements at a cost of $73,000. These interests are required 
primarily for the installation of runway overruns and approach 
lights, navaids and communications facilities, and to establish clear- 
ances for flight safety in runway approach zones. In addition, cer- 
tain real estate interests, not yet firmly identified will be acquired 
under the authorizations requested in section 302 for the missile pro- 
grams, and for the SAGE super combat centers and the NORAD 
combat operations center. 

Family Housing: ‘The Air Force family housing program in this 
fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization bill constitutes a 
continuing effort to provide adequate housing for our military per- 
sonnel. With the committee’s support of the Air Force housing pro- 
grams in the past few years, we feel that we have been reasonably 
and moderately successful in this field. 
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The constantly changing needs for housing stems from the de- 
velopment and growth of new weapons systems, and resultant opera- 
tional changes coand upon them, and also upon the growth and en- 
largement of Air Force families in the past several years. We have 
been, and are, taking every opportunity to review construction proj- 
ects at specific locations to assure that we will not overbuild and im- 
pose any hardship upon the local communities, while at the same 
time providing for our military personnel within the limits established 
by the Department of Defense. 

The housing program authorized under title VIII of the National 
Housing Act has for the past several years been our main source of 
providing this important personnel facility. This program, under 
the direct control and supervision of Air Force headquarters and the 
Department -of Defense, is carried out and administered through the 
major Air Force commands, Design and supervision of construction 
is accomplished by civilian architect-engineer firms selected for their 
knowledge and ability in this field; construction is accomplished by 
private construction contractors through competitive bids. On the 
basis of our past experience, we have achieved within the dollar limi- 
tations imposed by law, contemporary housing of maximum livability 
through the freedom used by the architect-engineers to employ local 
materials, design and architectual treatment which will also afford 
themaximumeconomy. We have every confidence that this approach 
will also ensure low maintenance costs over a long period. , 

As of February 25, 1959, there have been 52,700 units of title VIII 
housing approved by the Congress at 110 bases. Of this amount, 
19 projects for 11,300 units have been completed and occupied; 67 
additional projects for 30,700 units are currently under construction ; 
acceptable bids have been received on eight projects for 2,700 units; 
and the balance of 16 projects for 8,025 units under this title VIII 
program which will augment our prior program. 

The problem of housing our military personnel in the northern 
areas of the United States or at isolated locations where virtually 
no community housing is available remains with us, as does the allied 
problem of programing adequate housing for our airmen who have 
not yet reached the grade of airman, first. class, with at least 7 years 
of service and who do not receive quarters allowances under per- 
manent legislation. 

Outside the United States the surplus commodity housing program 
provides most of our housing. This program based upon the gen- 
eration of foreign currencies through the sale of surplus agricultural 
products, such as tobacco or cotton, has been very satisfactory espe- 
cially in certain areas such as the United am a where our surplus 
agricultural products have been in demand. To supplement this 
program appropriated funds not to exceed 25 percent of the total. 
cost of the project are used to provide services and construction ma- 
terials such as hardware or plumbing items which may not be avail- 
able locally. Under this program 2,000 units have been constructed 
and occupied. An additional 2,000 units are currently under con- 
struction in France, Morocco, Spain, and the United Kingdom. In. 
this authorization bill 2,037 units under this program are requested 
for the United Kingdom, France, and three classified locations. 

Where the title VIII and surplus commodity programs are not feas- 
ible, either because of high construction costs, small projects, or an 








yes 
yes 
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inability to generate credits in foreign countries, a limited amount of 
housing is programed by means of appropriated funds. Included in 
this authorization bill is a request for the construction of 135 units 
at five aircraft control and warning sites in the United States where 
there is very little or no local community rental housing available for 
rent by our military personnel. } 

Our housing program outlined here continues the Air Force policy 
of programing yearly increments of housing to meet the most urgent 
needs at specified and carefully reviewed locations by the most efficient 
and economical means. Following congressional authorization, these 
projects are subjected to additional reviews through the completed 
design stages and through the fund apportionment stages of the con- 
struction program to assure that they are valid, necessary, and urgent 
before contract is awarded. This procedure is considered to be rea- 
sonable and prudent in order that we may get the most housing from 
our construction dollars used in this field. 

Contained in the general provisions of this bill are items providing 
for the leasing of 7,500 housing units at or near tactical military in- 
stallations for the three services, of which the Air Force is allotted 
2,350 units. This authority will enable us to lease housing for aircraft 
control and warning personnel and for tactical fighter-interceptor 
personnel at locations where local community rental housing exists. 
This provision is a continuation and extension of the original Army 
philosophy of using such leased housing for NIKE personnel; and 
the Air Force is hopeful that we can greatly alleviate some of 
our critical housing problem for aircraft control and warning and 
tactical personnel by this leasing authority. <A pilot project for 125 
such units is currently underway in the Air Defense Command as a 
part of the total authorizations granted to the Department of Defense 
for this item under the fiscal year 1959 Military Construction Authori- 
zation Act (Public Law 85-685). 

The general provisions also include authority to construct a limited 
number of four-bedroom quarters with a net floor area of 1,400 square 
feet for officers below the grade of major. This will provide a more 
suitable design and adequate space for living room, dining room, and 
kitchen for larger families requiring four bedrooms. This is needed 
. accommodate at least some of the larger families of these junior 
officers. 

_ In order to enable the Air Force to realize overall economy and flex- 
ibility in the financing of overseas housing, another provision permits 
the substitution of a surplus commodity project for an appropriated 
fund project where feasible at the same location in a foreign country. 

We feel the housing program reflected in this bill is necessary, 
urgent, and a reasonable increment in our overall housing objective. 
The problem is complex and dynamically changing. Clomibdasibay 
studies of Air Force requirements, the evaluation of available com- 
munity housing, and the judicious application of time-distance criteria 
to support Air Force missions and activities are constantly being 
made to keep pace with our objective of providing adequate hoping 
for Air Force personnel. 

Increases in prior years’ authorizations. The deficiencies, in prior 
years’ Air Force authorizations which have developed during the past 
year are substantially less than those for which increased authoriza- 
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tions were requested in previous years. The amount of increases 
requested in this bill total only $2,343,000 as compared with last year’s 
— of $13.4 million and the previous year’s total of almost $115 
million. 

This gratifying reduction in authorization deficiencies has resulted 
rimarily from better estimates as additional experience is gained 
rom awards on newer types of facilities, initiation of advance plan- 

— at earlier dates, and advancement of the dates for application 
of the automatic authorization rescission provisions. 

The requested increases, which are identified by authorizing public 
law and installation in sections 305 and 306 of the bill, involve four 
separate installation project authorizations contained in 2 prior years’ 
authorization acts. Following is a summary of the increases for each 
public law. 

The Cuarman. Put that in the record. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

(The table referred to is as follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


Fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization—Increases in prior years’ 
authorizations 





Current Authorization Revised 








Authorization public law authorization increase authorization 

amount requested amount 
85-241 (fiscal year 1958) $607, 460, 000 $265,000 | $607, 725, 000 
85-685 (fiscal year 1959) _____ bE ERI tA 952, 415, 000 2, 078, 000 954, 493, 000 








| EAE OS SERS 2 SOA eee 2 ce eee (Ree En ee eee 2, 346,000 2... -sasn0 

















General Dreyer. Status of authorizations: Continued progress is 
being made by the Air Force to reduce the former high balances of 
unfinanced authorizations. Based upon the amounts of new authori- 
zation and appropriations being requested for fiscal year 1960, the 
effective unfinanced authorization balance at the end of fiscal year 
1960 will be down to $245 million, as compared to $491 million at the 
end of fiscal year 1959, $1,200 million at the end of fiscal year 1958, 
and almost $1,400 million at the end of fiscal year 1957. 

This substantial reduction in the unfinanced authorization balance, 
which primarily is the result of the committee’s action in advancing 
the effective dates for automatic rescission of unused authorizations, 
permits a more effective management and control of the construction 
program and reduction in accounting and reporting workloads. 

It is considered that the amount of currently inactive authoriza- 
tions are the minimum amount required to provide the flexibility 
needed for orderly progress in the large Air Force construction 
program. 

The following table summarizes the status of Air Force military 
construction authorizations. 

I would like to insert that in the record, too, sir, without reading it. 

The CHarrMan. Put it in the record. 

(The table referred to is as follows:) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR ForRcE 


Military construction authorization, fiscal year 1960, status of existing 
authorizations and appropriations 











Millions 

of dollars 

Total authorization available, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1959__ $13, 315 

Less reserve for O/S rental guarantee family housing___._.---_--~- —100 

Less estimated rescissions through July 1, 1958_-------------------- —1, 307 

Net authorization available through fiscal year 1959__~--__- nasi EO 

Less total funds available through fiscal year 1959_.____-___-__------- —10, 474 

Less estimated automatic rescission by sec. 507, Public Law 85-685__- —943 

Total residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1959__..-____- 491 

Plus new authorization proposed for fiscal year 1960. +873 
Plus increases in prior years’ authorization by fiscal year 1960, author- 

ization bill +2 
Residual and proposed authorization available through fiscal 

year 1960. pene 1, 366 

Less proposed fiscal year 1960 military construction appropriation___ —894 


Less estimated automatic rescission by secs. 303(b) and 406, fiscal year 
1960, authorization bill As SE TEE eed Lee tae Se ee —227 





Effective residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1960______ 245 


Conclusion: The need for concurrent satisfaction of base require- 
ments for new weapon systems and elimination of deficiencies at cur- 
rent operating bases, within reasonable economic limits, has made it 
essential that projects included in the annual Air Force military con- 
struction program be carefully selected. The Air Force has applied 
its best judgment in developing a program which includes only facili- 
ties most critically needed to satisfy long-term requirements for pri- 
ority objectives, and provide maximum capability to its forces. 

General Dreyer. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, General. 

That is a very, very fine statement. I thrust that Mr. Kelleher 
will keep this statement, to get important information to put in the 
report, and to make it available to the various members of the com- 
mittee when we present this bill to the House. 

It isa very fine statement, and contains the very type of information 
that the committee and the Congress wants to know when we come 
around to authorizing the expenditure of $872,761,000. 

Now, there is so much that can be asked in here, it may be a repeti- 
tion when we take up the items of the bill. 

But I do think I ought to make this kind of a statement. 

Now, I have had the privilege since the Air Force witnesses testified 
to have outstanding testimony here today and yesterday from General 
Ferguson, Colonel Darby, and now from General Dreyer. I compli- 
ment allofyou. You are making a strong case as you go along. 

But I have examined this bill and I have read it line by line, Mr. 
Kelleher and myself. We think there are certain line items that 
could be deleted from the bill in view of their low priority in funding. 

And when we get to those items, we will try to make our case. I 
know you are going to be very strong in favor of the line items, but I 
think we i eliminate those line items where you do not intend 


immediately to ask money to develop what you are authorized to do. 
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In other words, they are so low in priority that I think the facts 
might warrant the committee to act favorably upon these suggestions 
that I am going to offer. NA 

Now, I tallied this up. And this is a big amount for the Air Force. 
Not as large as last year. Last year it was in two sections. One im- 
mediately after Congress convened and one later on. This is about 
-$900 million less than it was last year. But the way I figure, we might 
be warranted in reducing about $60 million worth of items out of this 
$872,761,000. 

Now, it is incumbent upon me—— 

Mr. Bares. Vote. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher and I will make just as strong a case 
from our view as yours. 

With that understanding, we will take this bill up line by line and 
item by item. 

Mr. Gusser. May I ask the chairman a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, I am just curious if there are any pre- 
ous authorizations which revert in the Air Force as they did in the 

avy. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Gusser. Is there any rescission of previous authorizations 
involved in this bill as there was in the case of the Navy ? 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Gusser. Could you tell me how much it is? I am curious. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. How much is the rescission? That is in 
allofthem. You will find that in the bill. 

General Dreyer. As I understand the question—— 

The CHarrman. Rescission means: installations you are not asking 
for any money and under the 3-year plan they will fade away. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir, there will be a number of items. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Dreyer. That will be outlawed, so to speak. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Dreyer. By this automatic rescission, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I want tocommend you on your efficiency. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. That keeps very high the planning. And that also 
applies to the Navy and it applies to the Army. 

rt Dreyer. We estimate $943 million will be rescinded by this 
automatic rescission. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

General Dreyer. $943 million worth of items. 

The CHairman. That is right. 

Now, those are authorizations we heretofore authorized, which we 
will wipe off the books—nine hundred and how much? 

Mr. Keviener. Nine hundred forty-three. 

General Dreyer. No, I am sorry, sir. 

Mr. Bates. That is the wrong year. 

General Dreyer. I got the wrong year. It is $227 million. 

The CHatRMAN. $227 million. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. The 943 was before this year. 
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General Dreyer. Last year. 

Mr. KELLEHER. $943 million will be repealed by 1 July 1959. 

The Caarrman. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr, Gavin. I have a question to ask. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Under the National Security Act, in letting contracts 
for hydroelectric equipment or electronics or any particular equip- 
ment that bears on our national security, what is the policy of the 
Air Force? Do you throw those open for bids, national and inter- 
national? Just how do you handle it? 

I want to call to your attention that recently the award was made 
I think for TVA for hydroelectric generators that was made to the 
British. How do you handle it? What is your policy ? 

General Dreyer. Insofar as the Air Force is concerned, sir, as you 
know, the Corps of Engineers and the Navy handle practically all of 
our construction of the nature you are talking about. 

Mr. Gavin. I didn’t hear you, General. 

General Dreyer. The Corps of Engineers and the Navy handle 
all of our construction of the nature that you are talking about, sir. 

The procurement is done by those two services for us, under the 
regulations and policies that govern them. 

Mr. Gavin. Then your policy would then be controlled by the U.S. 
Engineers, is that right ? 

neral DREYER. Phat is generally correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In other words, you don’t get into the policy ? 

General Dreyer. And where the Buy American Act is applicable 
they are obliged to adhere to it, and it is up to them to determine 
where it does apply and where it does not apply. 

Mr. Gavin. Don’t you get into the picture at all ? 

General Dreyer. We would not under most circumstances unless 
we had a specific reason to insist on a certain type of equipment for 
some defense reason or—— 

Mr. Gavin. Suppose it is a very important item, like electronics 
equipment, and it may be let to some foreign country, the contract, 
that is, and then we are in an emergency and it is knocked out. 

How are we going to get to this foreign contractor to duplicate 
the facilities? 

I should think you would be interested in recommending to the 
engineers that matters that are under national security should be 
obtained from American contractors. So if we got into any diffi- 
culties we wouldn’t have any difficulty in replacing the equipment. 

I just wondered how extensively you get in to look after matters 
of that kind. 

General Dreyer. Colonel Edmonds from the Construction Division, 
sir—I would like to have him answer that question for you, sir. 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Gavin, we have a study under way right now 
on that very aspect of the problem. 

It affects us in a number of areas. For instance, take a plain 
enerator. At some locations we have generators made by several 
ifferent manufacturers, not only in the United States but maybe 

from a British firm or some other firm—a German firm. At an in- 
stallation we may have five or six different types of generators because 
we have to advertise them on a competitive-bid system. 
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Now, we have been making a study of this to determine in some areas 
if the source of our supply were not available to us in case of an 
emergency—we would not be able to resupply parts for that generator. 
This x! just one example but I think it covers the problem you have 
in mind. 

Mr. Gavin. That is right, it covers exactly what I am talking about. 

Colonel Epmonps. We are making a pretty extensive study of this 
and I think we will propose to the Secretary of Defense, or Office, 
Secretary of Defense, that in most cases we specify using American- 
made equipment so that we will always have a source of resupply and 
repair. 

r. Gavin. Well, not in most cases, but in all cases. Because it 
is items of our national security and they should be contracted for 
with the firms that are going to be able to reproduce them, in event 
that the source of supply that you are talking about is blotted out. 

Colonel Epmonps. Well, of course there are some exceptions to 
that. For example, if we were putting a generator at a base in the 
United Kingdom, we could get spare parts from there or we wouldn’t 
need the base. 

Mr. Conetan. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, I yield. 

Mr. Conetan. Isn’t it true, also, Colonel, that we are in the process 
of negotiating for certain bases—— 

Mr. Gavin. Would you talk a little louder? I can’t hear. 

Mr. Conetan. I say, it is also true as a matter of our foreign policy 
and our military policy that we are negotiating for bases for missiles 
in the United Kingdom; is that not true ? 

s General Dreyer. No, that is not true. We are not negotiating for 
ases. 

Mr. Conexan. I sat through the briefing this morning, General, 
and I understand we have another site projected. We are talking 
about a site in the United States? 

General Dreyer. You are talking about a BMEWS, Early Warn- 
ing Station. 

r. Keitener. This is open, now. 

General Dreyer. Sir? 

Mr. Keitener. That is open session. 

Mr. Conetan. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. Contracting for equipment and negotiating for bases 
are two different subject matters. 

Mr. Couetan. All I am suggesting is you have a relationship. 
You can’t have it both ways. The British have all kinds of way— 

General Dreyer. You are quite right, that when we are building 
in a foreign country under a base agreement that is drawn up with 
that foreign country we are definitely limited sometimes in the use of 
contractors. In England, the British Air Ministry does our construc- 
tion for us. 

The Cuamman. Now, the question was raised by Mr. Gubser with 
reference to how much will be outlawed—we will use that expres- 
sion—or repealed at the end of this fiscal year. 

The correct amount given me by Mr. Kelleher is $948 million worth 
of previous authorizations. . 
eneral Dreyer. I corrected that statement, Mr. Chairman. 
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‘The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

(Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.”) 

Mr. Gavin. Before we go on there a minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Byrne. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Gavin. What? 

Mr. Byrne. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, I will be glad to. 

Mr. Byrne. Mr. Gavin, you spoke about the contract let with the 
British Government on the turbines. That is only the beginning. If 
it keeps on, our television—all our electronics will be out the window. 
because of this escape clause, the 25 percent, under the Reciprocal 
Trade Act, can be reduced by Executive order, which was done on 
that English contract, by 6 percent, and we gave it to them at 19 

ercent. 

. Mr. Gavin. I want to call the attention of the gentleman that it is 
getting more difficult. 

Mr. Byrne. It eliminated about 2,500 jobs in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Gavin. There are people who compete. And it must be re- 
membered that our corporations have been paying 52 percent corpora- 
tion tax for a long period of years. 

In other words, we have been furnishing the money, industry has, 
to make all of the plans that have been carried on for the past 8 or 
10 years possible, and now that the rehabilitation of these countries 
is about complete, with new equipment and the low wages of these 
countries, American industry is starting to suffer. 

In other words, they have furnished the money to sharpen a razor 
that is now cutting their economic and industrial throats. 

What I am trying to impress upon you: wherever you can, recom- 
mend to the engineers that you want domestic contracts made and not 
foreign. Because it doesn’t make any difference if the differential, 
under the Buy-American Act—it was up to 25, reduced by 6 and 
increased to 12 in depressed areas. 

We still can’t compete against that type of competition. 

General Dreyer. I think the study that is underway, sir, will 
develop that very point you are talking about. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, very much. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a general question, so I 
think it might help me to understand the book when we go through it. 

In the summary, General, that breakdown by commands—— 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. (continuing). I wanted to inquire as to whether the 
figures that are given by commands represent the total in the bill 
for those specific commands, or whether there may be some over- 
lapping. 

Fer instance, Strategic Air Command might have occasion to use a 
base of another command and require some construction to accommo- 
date SAC. 

Now, where would that be charted? Would that show up as SAC 
or would it show up as the whole space? 

_General Dreyer. Colonel Jackson, I think, can answer that ques- 
tion, sir. 
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Colonel Jackson. Mr. Hardy, the figures that are listed here for a 
specific command cover the command total which includes the tenant 
requirements at those commands as well as the host requirements. 

“Mr. Harpy. That is what I wanted to understand. 

So the figures that you have here don’t necessarily give us a picture 
as to what that command is costing ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. If the Tactical Air Command requires facilities for 
the use of the Alaskan Command’s base, why then that would be shown 
in the Alaskan Command and wouldn’t be reflected as a cost of the 
Tactical Command ? 

‘Colonel Jackson. You are exactly right, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. That is a most misleading situation and it doesn’t give 
us an idea of what these individual things are costing. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Hardy, that is precisely the reason that Gen- 
eral Dreyer went into this weapons system type of approach that was 
used in his statement this year. We pointed out in our introduction 
into the total by command that nowadays with so many tenants on 
various bases it is rather meaningless. For that reason, to show where 
the money is going and how the money is spread by weapons system, 
we have dealt with it in General Dreyer’s statement by that means. 

Mr. ah Now, would that be reflected in the table that shows on 

age 6? 
. olonel Jackson. Yes, sir; it is. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

General Dreyer. Could I correct something, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. Could I get something clear in the record. I think 
it is quite confusing right now. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

General Dreyer. With reference to the amount of rescissions by 
fiscal year. 

We are talking 1956 construction program today. 

So we got a little bit confused as to which year so much would 1x 
rescinded. 

So to get the record straight, I would like to state that the total 
residual authorization to be rescinded by the — 

Colonel Jackson. This fiscal year. 

The Cuarrman. At the end of this fiscal year. 

General Dreyer. End of this fiscal year is $943 million. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. We understand that. 

General Dreyer. Now, the total to be rescinded at the end of fiscal 
year 1960 will be $227 million. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. And then the difference between the 
authorization and the appropriation was stated by you to be about 
$200 million. 

General Dreyer. I didn’t understand the question, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then the difference between the authorization that 
is on the books and the appropriation will be about $241 million. 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

General Dreyer. That is about right, sir—that is right. 

The Cuarrman. At the end of this fiscal year. 

General Dreyer. That is correct. 
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The CHarRMAN. You will have about $241 million more authoriza- 
tion than you have—— 

General Dreyer. That is right. 

The CHairMAN. Appropriations. 

General Dreyer. That is correct, sir, — _ 

The Carman. And you have been bringing that down gradually 
each year, which is very, very fine. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And shows better plannig than has taken place 
in the past. 

General Dreyer. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarman. Now, members of the committee, we will start 
with title 3. 

Mr. Kelleher, will you read the bill now. 

Mr. Ke.ieHeEr. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Section 301. 

Mr. Ketiener. Title 3, section 301: 

The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military installa- 
tions and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or in- 
stalling permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, ap- 
purtenances, utilities, and equipmnet for the following projects. 

The Cuarrman. Sit right down there, Mr. Kelleher. 

Now, members of the committee, all of you have this red book. 

Mr. Ke.ieHER. Page 11 is the first one. 

The CuarrMan. You call out the page. 

Mr. Keiever. Page 11. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the first thing is Air Defense Command. 

General Dreyer. The mission of this command is to provide for 
the air defense of the continental United States. 

This program contains a request for $32,029,000 and provides 
operating facilities at 16 locations. 

Included within the total of $32,029,000 is an amount of $4,804,000 
to provide facilities in support of Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomber and/or tanker squadrons at seven etree 

The remainder of the Air Defense Command program, totaling 
$27,225,000, provides facilities required to support the basic mission. 

Facilities in support of the Air Defense Command are also in- 
cluded in the Air Research and Development Command amounting 
to $426,000, the Air Training Command for $1,963,000, the Military 
Air Transport Service for $853,000, the Strategic Air Command for 
$2,592,000 and the Tactical Air Command for $213,000. 

The Cuamman. Inside the United States. There are 16 separate 
Air Defense commands referred to in this title of the bill. 

Now, read the first one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Air Defense Command, Duluth Municipal Airport, 
Duluth, Minn. : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $766,000. 


DULUTH MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 


General Dreyer. The first base to be considered is Duluth Municipal 
Airport which is located approximately 4 miles northwest of the city 
of Duluth, Minn. The planned use of Duluth Municipal Airport is 
for an Air Defense Command fighter mission, an Air Defense Missile 
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mission, and Air Defense sector headquarters. The pee being re- 
quested amounts to $766,000 which is composed of the following items: 

Modification of approach ra wae 4 to permit installation of strobo- 
scopic lighting and roll bar lights at the west end of the primary run- 
way to facilitate landings tn restricted visibility conditions. 

he next item requested is for an aircraft weapons calibration shel- 
ter required for performing scheduled and unscheduled boresighting 
and harmonization of installed fixed fire-control systems. No facilities 
are available to perform this highly complex posi . 

The next item requested is an armament and electronics shop re- 

uired to maintain and repair the equipment and accessories used in 

e fighter-interceptor aircraft. This item will meet the total require- 
ment for this facility. 

The last item is or a shape annex building. At Duluth the total 
requirement is 5,000 square feet and this request will satisfy one-half 
of the religious facility requirement. 

The Cuarman. Now, that is on page —— 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 11. 

The Cuarrman. Page 11. It tells all about that base. From my ex- 
amination, I find no complaint with it at all. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, may I mention that on the succeed- 
ing page 101—and it will be true of all items—are the details of the 
major items that are shown on the first page. Each succeeding page 
describes in detail the items that appear on the first page. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, Duluth is approved. 

Now, read the next one. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash.: Maintenance facili- 
ties, $190,000. 

Page 16. 

Mr. Harpy. Somebody tell me what that means, that item here. 

Colonel Jackson. Aircraft weapons calibration shelter. 

Mr. Harpy. Calibration—is that what that stands for? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. For the new fighter-type aircraft it is 
necessary to have a facility to house the aircraft when they put it up on 
blocks and calibrate the electronics system in the aircraft. 

In northern climates it completely encloses the aircraft and in south- 
ern climates it encloses the front end of the aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. I think that explanation clears it up. It leaves me 
in the dark just as much as I was before. 


GEIGER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Geiger Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. This base is located 5 miles from Spokane, Wash. The 
planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter mis- 
sion. The program being requested amounts to $190,000 and com- 
prises one item as follows: 

An aircraft weapons calibration shelter is required to accomplish 
necessary boresighting and harmonization of installed fire-control 
systems on fighter-type aircraft. No facilities exist that can be 
utilized for this purpose. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the next one. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Page 18, Mr. Chairman. 

Grand Forks Air Force ) Base, Grand Forks, N. Dak.: Training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $2,309,000. 


GRAND FORKS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Grand Forks Air Force Base is the next location 
to be considered. This base is located approximately 16 miles west 
of the city of Grand Forks, N. Dak. The planned use of this base 
is for an hip Defense Command fighter mission, an Air Defense Com- 
mand missile mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. 
It is also to be used as an Air Defense Sector Headquarters. The 
program being requested at Grand Forks annem to $2,309,000 con- 
sisting of the ‘following items: 

All items in support of the Strategic Air Command mission are 
deficiencies, and facilities that exist are inadequate in scope to be 
utilized for the Strategic Air Command functions involved. Facili- 
ties in this category include a special weapons training building; ad- 
dition to an aircraft maintenance field shop; addition to an engine 
inspection and repair shop; a ground powered equipment shop and 
a multicubicle storage magazine. 

The remainder of the items making up this program at Grand 
Forks consists of items required solely by Air He ie nse Command 
and comprise an aircraft weapons calibration shelter; armanent and 
electronics shop; officers housing and utilities needed to support the 
new facilities in this request. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 470 
units of family housing with private captal under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

As far as I was able ri see, all the facts warrant that authorization 
exactly like it is. 

Mr. Harpy. If you know no more about it than I do, Mr. Chairman, 
I can’t disagree with you. 

Mr. Bares. What is the troop housing ? 

Colonel Jackson. Troop housing is the item on page 19, officers 
quarters carey 

Mr. Bares. That is the first time it was ever listed that way. 

Colonel Jackson. That is the way we categorize it. We categorize 
dormitories and officers quarters (officers) as troop housing. 

Mr. Barres. What is it? BOQ? 

Colonel Jackson. BOQ is another name for it. 

The Cuairman, All right. 

The next item. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Page 29. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, Calif. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t go too fast, now. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 29. Operational facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $1,285,000. 
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HAMILTON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Hamilton 
Air Force Base, located 6 miles northeast of San Rafael, Calif. The 
planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter mis- 
sion, Western Air Defense Force and 4th Air Force Headquarters, a 
medium troop carrier squadron, radar evaluation and air rescue squad- 
rons. The total program being requested amounts to $1,285,000, 
and consists of the following items: 

Approach and threshold lighting to be installed on the south end 
of the primary runway utilizing stroboscopic lighting and roll bars to 
assist pilots in landing operations under any weather conditions. 

The next item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter. This 
structure is needed to provide sheltered space for aircraft during cali- 
bration of installed fixed forward fire control systems. 

The next two items will provide shop facilities for engine inspec- 
tion and repair and an armanent and electronic for the Air Defense 
Command. 

The last item is a ground powered equipment shop for the main- 
tenance of approximately 352 pieces of equipment. Without this fa- 
cility, the operation must continue to be performed either in the open 
or crowded into existing hangar or warehouse space which is highly 
unsatisfactory. 

Mr. Harpy. How many alert hangars are you using out there? 
That is at Hamilton Air Force Base. You haven’t any in this par- 
ticular authorization, have you ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. There is no alert hangar in this request. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you ever moved the bunker from the back so you 
could get the planes from the back and not have to pull them in back- 
wards from the front ? 

Colonel Jackson. I didn’t understand the first of that, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Did you ever move a bunker from the back of those 
alert hangars, where you had to pull your planes in, drag them in tail- 
end first ? 

Colonel Jackson. We have been trying to do that on some of them, 
Mr. Hardy, but we haven’t gotten quite around to all of them. Some 
of them you do have to back in. 

Mr. Harpy. You haven’t brought in a program yet to fill in that 
marsh at the back and take down the dike ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. ConHe.aNn. We haven’t any marshes in California, Mr. Hardy. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

The next one—go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 35 in the book. “K.I. Sawyer Municipal Air- 
port, Marquette, Mich., training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, administrative facilities, community facilities, troop 
10using, and utilities, $2,814,000.” 


K. I. SAWYER AIRPORT 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is K. I. Sawyer 


Airport, located approximately 7 miles north northeast of Gwinn, 
Mich. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
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fighter mission, a Strategic Air Command bomber mission, and an 
Air Defense Command sector headquarters. The total program being 
requested amounts to $2,814,000. ’ 

The majority of the items contained in this request consist of a third 
increment of facilities for the Strategic Air Command mission at 
K. I. Sawyer Airport which was initiated through the fiscal year 1958 
supplemental construction program. All items in support of the 
Strategic Air Command mission are deficiencies since K. I. Sawyer 
Airport is a new base, originally constructed for the Air Defense Com- 
mand mission, and there are no facilities existing which can be utilized 
for the Strategic Air Command functions involved. 

Strategic Air Command facilities in this request include special 
weapons training building, aircraft maintenance field shop, aircraft 
engine inspection and repair shop, an addition to the base avfuel 
storage capacity, addition to multicubicle magazine storage, a small 
arms ammo storage facility and a security fence for protection of 
bombers and tanker aircraft while positioned on the flight line. 

The remaining items making up this program at K. I. Sawyer Air- 
port consist of items required either solely by the Air Defense Com- 
mand or items which will be used jointly by the Air Defense Com- 
mand and Strategic Air Command. Facilities in this category in- 
clude aircraft weapons calibration shelter, armament and electronic 
shop, ground powered equipment shop, mogas storage, an addition 
to the cold storage building, a squadron headquarters, officers’ hous- 
ing, and an addition to the officers’ open mess. 

Regarding the bachelor officers’ housing, there is a requirement for 
127 spaces. They have housing existing or under construction for 
73 men, leaving a deficit of 54 spaces. “The request in this program 
is for 20 spaces, which will still leave a deficiency. 

The request for the addition to the officers’ open mess in this pro- 
gram wil] complete the known requirements based on scheduled offi- 
cers to be assigned to this base. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 260 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The Cuarrman. Now, we think the item in there for security fence 
could afford to come out. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Conetan. Where is that ? 

Mr. Gusser. Which ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Security fence, the last item on page 36. 

Colonel Jackson. The last item on page 36. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to point out that this fencing is chain link fence on the 
flight line to protect the SAC aircraft from access by unauthorized 
personnel 

The CuHatrMan. Yes, I know that. 

Colonel Jackson (continuing). And for other purposes. 

The Cuarrman. It may be all right and a fine thing. But it is not 
so urgent as these other items. It is not near as—it is on your very 
low priority list. That is all I am trying to do, is write a good bill. 

You have a great many of these little items like this that ought to 
be considered by this committee. That is why we are up here. 
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Now, of course you have to examine these line items. It looks like 
to me we can get by for the time being and put our money where we 
can get more, and it is more important to put your money. 

Mr. Bares. Do you have guards there watching these planes? 

General Dreyer. That is what will have to be used in greater num- 
bers, of course, without the fence. You will have to use more guards. 

e Cuarrman. Well, I move that the item be stated $2,779,000. 

Mr. Ketirner. And strike the words “and utilities” in line 25, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. Strike out—“and utilities” will be 
stricken out and make it “and troop housing, $2,779,000.” That is a 
reduction of how much, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. $35,000. 

The Cuarrman. $35,000. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman, what are these community facilities, 
before we vote on that? What are these community facilities? 

Colonel Jackson. The community facility is the open mess, officer. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, that is a rather small amount. 

The Cuarrman. Of course it is. 

Mr. Harpy. Is this base not yet activated ? 

Colonel Jackson. It has been activated but it is not yet active in the 
sense that it will be later, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How many people do you have on it now and how many 
are you going to have on it next year? 

Colonel Jackson. At the present time we have 23 officers and 211 
airmen. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the way I read it. 

You got a total of 390 and you are going to 4,296. 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. When? 

Colonel Jackson. This is against end 1962. 

Mr. Harpy. You haven’t any fence around it at all? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is a strange installation, with no fence around it. 
I never saw one. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to and 
the item stands—strike out, “and utilities” and the figure reads 
$2,779,000. 

Read the next one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 52 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Page 52. 

Mr. Ketiener. In volume 1. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Kingsley Field, Klamath Falls, Oreg.: “Opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities, and real estate, 
$976,000.” 

KINGSLEY FIELD 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Kingsley 
Field, which is located approximately 5 miles southeast of Rlamath 
Falls, Oreg. The mission of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter unit. The total program being requested at Kingsley Field 
amounts to $976,000. It consists of five items. 
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The first item is for replacement of approach lighting on the south 
end of the primary runway to permit safe operation of high per- 
formance jet aircraft under all types of climatic conditions. 

The second item is for an aircraft weapons calibration shelter 
needed to perform scheduled and unscheduled bore-sighting and har- 
monization of installed fixed fire control systems on assigned aircraft. 
No facilities are available that can be utilized for this special purpose. 

The third item is for an armanent and electronic shop needed to 
maintain and repair the equipment and accessories used in the assigned 
aircraft for airborne communications, armanent, cameras, and navi- 
gational systems. 

The fourth item is a security fence to be constructed around the 
flight line operations area and the aircraft fuel storage area to prevent 
unauthorized access of personnel to these critical areas. 

The last item requested for Kingsley Field is for land fee purchase, 
required at the site for the new approach lighting system bone in- 
stalled in this program. 

The CHairman. Now, we are up against a security fence there. 
Where does the item in the bill—fence, security ? 

Mr. Ketiener. $21,000. 

The CHarrman. $21,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Is this a new source? 

Mr. Gavin. Security is $7,200. 

Mr. Bates. No. 

Mr. Ketiener. The last column is the price. 

The Cuairman. Twenty-one. The last column. 

I think we are warranted in taking that out. 

Mr. Harpy. Is this a new base? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir—well, it is actually a municipal airport, 
but our portion of it is relatively new. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, I move, it is agreed to strike 
out the word “utilities” and change the figures to $955,000. 

Mr. Bates. What is the land for, Mr. Chairman ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, we certainly would like to reg- 
ister the same protest on this one. 

The Cuarrman. What did you say ? 

Colonel Jackson. I say we certainly would like to register the 
same protest on this one as we did on the previous one. 

The Cuarrman, Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. It is going to take us additional manpower of 
course by doing that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That gives employment to the unem- 
ployed people in Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] 

The te nae All right. 

Go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the land for? 

Colonel Jackson. For the approach lights. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 5 in the book—— 

General Dreyer. It is fee acquisition. 

Colonel Jackson. It is fee purchase. 

Mr. Bares. Why do you do that instead of getting an easement ? 

Colonel Payne. Mr. Bates, it is actually listed in the program as 
21 acres in fee. We feel that probably we will buy 7 acres in fee and 
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14 acres in easements. There are three owners here. We have a 
problem of landlocking a part of their land and having to provide 
access to it. ; 

Although we require exclusive use, we do think that we can get 
easements here for a portion of the land. But the project is not—— 

The Cuarrman. The total amount of land acquired in fee by the 
Air Force is around 1,300 acres,tomy recollection. = _ 

General Dreyer. That is correct, sir, excepting we indicated we may 
need more for missile sites and so on later on. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cramman. They are making a very, very fine showing, all 
three of the departments, with reference to acquisition of land. In 
the whole bill there is only, I think—3,000 ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. 4,600 acres. 

The CuarrMan. 4,600 acres. 

Never before have we had such a small number of acres involved to 
be purchased by the Government for this program. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Are you satisfied with that answer on the land, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. I studied this thing all right. I know 
all about it, Mr. Bates. 

Now, read the next item. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 58 of the book, Mr. Chairman. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Mich. Training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and troop housing, 
$1,755,000. 

KINROSS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location is Kinross Air Force Base, lo- 
cated approximately 3 miles southeast of Kinross, Mich. The planned 
use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter mission, an 
Air Defense Missile mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber 
mission. The total program being requested for Kinross totals $1,- 
755,000. The majority of the items contained in this request consist 
of a third increment of facilities required by the Strategic Air Com- 
mand mission at Kinross, which was initiated through the fiscal year 
1958 supplemental construction program. All items in support of the 
Strategic Air Command mission are deficiencies, and there are no fa- 
cilities existing which can be utilized for the Strategic Air Command 
functions involved. 

Strategic Air Command facilities in this category include a special 
weapons training building, an addition to both the aircraft field main- 
tenance shop and aircraft engine and inspection repair shop, a ground 
powered equipment shop and a multicubical storage magazine. 

The remainder of the items making up this program at Kinross con- 
sist of items required solely by the Air Defense Command or which 
will be used jointly by Air Defense Command and Strategic Air Com- 
mand. These facilities include an aircraft weapons calibration shel- 
ter, an armament and electronics shop and an airmen’s dormitory. 
With respect to the airmen dormitory project requested in this pro- 
gram, the requirement for troop housing is 1,840 spaces, and while 
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1,568 spaces exist or are under construction, there is a deficit of 272 
spaces. 

PThe 200 manspaces requested in this program will still leave a 
small troop housing deficiency. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 285 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

Mr. Bray. What page ? 

Mr. Kettener. Page 58 of the book, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, can I inquire as to how many men are 
going to be increased by the Bomarce installation ? 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir; that is a good question. 

— Drever. I think the Bomare squadron will run about 500 

eople, sir. 
. r. Harpy. Actually, then, other than the Bomarc you are not 
having very much increase in personnel at this base? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. This base, Mr. Hardy, is also going 
to a B-52—KC135 base. 

Mr. Harpy. I was trying to understand the necessity for all this 
additional stuff here. That has been operational for some time. 
This is not a new base. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

You may recall, Mr. Hardy, that in the 1958 supplemental authori- 
zation bill we asked for initial authorization to convert Kinross from 
a fighter installation to a fighter installation plus a B-52 base. We 
got additional authorization in last year’s program and these are more 
facilities, most of them in support of the B-52 unit. 

Mr. Harpy. So that actually, then, the major additional cost here 
ane apply against SAC and not against the Air Defense Com- 
mand ? 

Colonel Jackson. Exactly right, sir. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Without objection, that base is 
approved. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Back here in the troop housing, I am just a little 
puzzled at your arithmetic, and I would like to have you explain it. 

The primary item is $312,000. Utilities, $30,000. Site preparation 
- $1,000. Vehicle parking, $16,000. Total project cost estimate, 

365,000. 

I think it just doesn’t add up right. And I would also like to 
know the significance of the $13,000 in parentheses. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Lankford, perhaps I could answer that. 

The $13,000 down at the bottom is not included in the total. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is that because this is a standard design? I have 
seen it in other places. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, we have permanent authority for design 
work, that is normally included in our appropriation program. This 
is our estimate of the amount of design money that we will actually 
use on this project. But it is not normally considered a part of the 
total cost of the project. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Who added up the figures? Because they add up 
to 359 to me, and you got 365. 
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General Dreyer. That is a 7, sir, for site preparation. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Oh. Is that a 7? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

m9 Lanxrorp. I beg your pardon. There is a misprint in my 
ok. 
The Cuatrman. Read the next base, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 6, Mr. Chairman. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash.: Operational facilities, 


maintenance facilities and utilities, $598,000. 


M’CHORD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. McChord Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered and it is located approximately 1 mile south of the city 
of Tacoma, Wash. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter unit, an Air Defense Command sector headquar- 
ters, a Strategic Air Command tanker mission, and a Military Air 
Transport Command troop carrier mission. The total program be- 
ing requested at McChord totals $598,000. It includes three items, 
as follows: 

The first item involves modification of two existing air passenger 
terminal buildings to provide a squadron operations building for 
tanker operations of the Strategic Air Command. This project will 
obviate the necessity of constructing a new building for the purpose 
intended. 

The second item is an armament and electronic shop to provide 
space to perform maintenance and repair of electronic equipment 
and related accessories on assigned fighter aircraft. There are no 
structures existing that can be converted or utilized for this purpose. 

The last item is for water supply storage required for completion 
of the fire protection system in three existing hangars. The sprinkler 
systems are under construction at the present time and the accomplish- 
ment of this project will insure a complete fire protection system. 

The CuHamman. I suggest we leave out operational facilities and 
reduce that amount to $523,000. 

. Ketiener. That is the modification to an existing structure to 
be used as an operations building. They are actually in the building 
now, This would replace some of the walls, and soon. It can operate 
in this fashion. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this building was intended to pro- 
vide, or this project was intended to provide for a squadron opera- 
tions space for the KC-135 unit that is going into McChord. 

The Cuatrman. This little amendment is not going to hamstring 
that base at all. It will just bring it in good business line, in appropri- 
ating and legislating, that is all. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, I notice this is a base where the 
personnel is going down, 

y are we requiring additional facilities when your personnel 
is going down? 
olonel Jackson. Mr. Hardy, the squadron operations building— 
I just mentioned briefly what that is for. That is for the KC-135 
unit which is a new unit to that installation. 
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The armament electronics shop is for a new type of requirement 
for the Air Defense Command units. 

Now, these Air Defense Command fighter units are becoming more 
complex all the time. As a matter of fact. thev are loaded with 
electronic gear. 

Mr. Harpy. They have had electronic gear for several years. 

Colonel Jackson. Not to the extent they have on them now, sir, 
and what they are projected in the future. 

Mr. Harpy. You have been taking care of them before? 

Colonel Jackson. They have actually been borrowing a little space 
in the lean-to of one of their maintenance hangars there. 

Mr. Harpy. Why do you have to have more water storage there? 

Colonel Jackson. This item of water storage, Mr. Hardy, is to pro- 
vide for a deluge system in the two existing hangars which are al- 
ready built there, for fire protection. 

Mr. Harpy. That is for fire protection for the two existing hangars? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, we agree to McChord in ac- 
cordance with the suggested amendment. Now read the next one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 72 in the book. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.: Training facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and_utlities, 
$3,419,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


MINOT AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Minot Air 
Force Base, which is located approximately 14 miles north of the 
city of Minot, N. Dak. The planned use of this base is for an Air 
Defense Command fighter unit, an air defense missile mission, an Air 
Defense Command sector headquarters and Strategic Air Command 
bomber mission. The total program being requested amounts to 
$3,419,000, and consists of the following items: 

The first item is for a special weapons training building needed to 
train personnel in the handling of special weapons. There are no 
facilities existing on the base that can be utilized for this mission. 

The next item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter required 
for boresighting and harmonization of installed fire control systems 
on assigned fighter aircraft. 

The next two items for Strategic Air Command are additions to 
the field maintenance and engine inspection and repair shops on this 
base. The requirement for the field maintenance shop is 48,000 
square feet, of which 32,500 square feet exists or is under construc- 
tion, leaving a deficit of 15,500 square feet. This request will com- 
plete the total requirement for this facility. The requirement for 
engine repair shop is 21,208 square feet, of which 11,069 square feet 
has been previously programed, leaving a 10,139-square-foot deficit. 
The requested facility will fulfill the total requirement. 

The next item is for an armament and electronics shop needed to 
maintain and repair delicate equipment and accessories used in fighter 
aircraft sealed to this base. No facilities exist on the base that can 
be used for this function. 
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The next item is a ground powered equipment shop for the Strategic 
Air Command mission which is required for the maintenance and re- 
_ of approximately 227 pieces of equipment. About 4,297 square 

eet exists at Minot for this activity, and the requested 5,000 square 
feet will fill approximately 80 percent of the requirement. 

The next item eanntel is a multi-cubicle storage magazine for 
Strategic Air Command to store weapons. The 4,758 square feet re- 
quested in this program will complete the balance of the total require- 
ments for this facility. 

The next item provides 1,800 square feet small arms ammunition 
storage building for Strategic Air Command for the storage of 20 
millimeter reserve and training ammunition, handling equipment and 
tools. These ammunition items cannot be stored in the open as they 
would become unservicable. 

The next item requested is for airmen dormitory. The total require- 
ment is for 2,440 spaces, with 1,932 spaces, either existing or under con- 
struction, leaving a deficit of approximately 508 spaces, based on 
presently known deployment. The 200 men requested will partially 
me 4 the remaining deficiency. No substandard dorms exist at 

inot. 

The next item is for a 400-man dining hall for assigned personnel. 

The next item will provide utility support for the items in this 

rogram. 
: The next item will provide an addition to the central heating plant 
in lieu of using heaters in various buildings on the base. The total 
capacity required is 3,750 horsepower, of which 3,000 horsepower is 
existing or under construction, leaving a net deficit of 750 horsepower 
which will be wholly satisfied by the construction of this project. 

The last item is for construction of an additional 425,000 gallon 
elevated water storage tank which with the 900,000 gallons existing 
or under construction will satisfy 90 percent of the water requirement 
at Minot. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 320 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I suggest that be reduced to $3,371,000. It 
eliminates a small arms storage. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. Actually, that is for an activity that is 
not yet at the base. 

The Cuarman. That is right, exactly. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, we feel that this is a pretty im- 
portant item. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, it is. But you haven’t put the activity 
at the base yet. 

Colonel Jackson. Sir? 

The Carman. You haven’t put this activity at this base. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, that is correct, sir. But we feel that by 
the time the unit is deployed to this case, we ought to build—— 

The Cuarmrman. You are up here every year. You are just going 
to put this unit in the base and come back and we will try to sup- 
port it. But let’s do things in an orderly way. 

Now let’s don’t go ahead and provide for all this until the unit is 
brought in that base. 
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Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I notice here you have some increase in 
personnel that is going to be at this base. You have substantial 
amounts in here for your dormitory and for your dining hall. We 
used to call it messing facilities. 

And for related heating plant and water supply, which I suppose 
are tied into those items. Does that mean that at other bases we 
are going to have comparable barracks and quarters that are going 
to be vacant ? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, Mr. Hardy, I might point out first of all 
that this program that you are considering before you today has very 
few of those types of facilities in it to begin with. 

There are virtually no replacement dormitories. This is a 200-man 
dormitory. I might point out that Minot is really a new base. We 
are still constructing on it. 

This is one of the SAC dispersal bases. The actual requirement 
there for dormitories is about 2,400 men. 

Now you have previously provided authority to build for around 
1,900 men. So there are in effect a shortage of around 500. This 200 
requested will not quite fill the full requirement, but we do feel it will 
go a long way toward alleviating crowded conditions. 

Mr. Harpy. Are you talking about the requirement after you get 
all the tenants on there or the requirement today ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir, as against this mission in end 1962. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, what we are authorizing here is for 
occupancy by 1962? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And by the time we come up here next year you will 
have decided to put he tenants somewhere else. Then your whole 
plan will be knocked out of kilter. 

Colonel Jackson. We certainly have no plans along that line. 

Mr. Harpy. I am sure you don’t, Colonel. 

The CuatrMan. When was this established ? 

Colonel Jackson. This base was—— 

The Cuarrman. About 3 years ago. 

Mr. Smarr. Three years. 

The CuarrMan. That is right, 3 years ago. I know all about it. 

Colonel Jackson. 1953-54 was when it was first authorized. 

The CHarrman. We know all about it. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bates. General, I notice you are going to get 525,000 gallon 
storage capacity for $146,000 here. 

Now over at McChord you got 275,000 and it will cost you $200,000. 
How come you are almost gating twice as much here for the same 
money? Do you see what I mean? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, Mr. Bates, I see exactly what you mean 
but I haven’t got the answer right at my fingertips as to why the 
difference. These estimates in the book here are the ones that are sent 
in to us from the construction agency and reflect their best estimate 
of what these things will cost. 

Mr. Bares. You are getting almost twice as much storage for less 
money ? 
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Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. But, of. course, you will run into 
almost extenuating circumstances at different locations because of 
siting, and sundry other things. 

Mr. Bares. Well, that is a pretty good try. But put it in the 
record. 

Colonel Jackson. Be glad to. 

(The information is as follows:) 

A comparison of the total cost of the water supply storage at Minot Air Force 
Base for 425,000 gallons at $146,000 with the total cost of the same item at 
McChord for 275,000 gallons at $200,000 appears to indicate an excessive cost 
at McChord. However, an analysis of the support items indicates that the 
item at McChord includes two support items: (1) Fire protection water mains 
for $40,000 and (2) two fire pumping stations for $100,000, which are in addi- 
tion to the basic water-storage tanks, and accounts for the apparent difference 
in cost. 

The Carman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to 
on this airbase, Minot. 

Now the next one. 

Mr. Keizer. Page 87 in the book, Mr. Chairman. NORAD 
Headquarters, Colorado Springs area, Colo.: Operational facilities, 
$10 million. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


NORAD 


General Dreyer. The next installation is North American Air 
Defense Headquarters, located in the vicinity of Colorado Springs, 
Colo., and its planned use is for a combat operations control center 
to direct the air defense of the United States and Canada. 

The item requested in this program is the first increment of a fa- 
cility needed to perform functions directly related to tactical opera- 
tions, and will be the focal center for the North American air defense 
system where tactical data is processed and evaluated. An existing 
facility at Ent Air Force Base of 12,916 square feet is inadequate and 
vulnerable to possible attack. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, this hasn’t even 
been located. This installation hasn’t been located and it has been 
testified all through the hearings to that effect. 

Therefore, when you locate it and pinpoint it and Congress author- 
izes it, come up here and we will give you the money. But this hasn’t 
been located. 

General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a few words 
on that particular item. 

The Cuarman. Yes. 

General Dreyer. That is an extremely important facility. 

The Cuarmman. It is important? 

General Dreyer. For the whole continental defense. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Dreyer. The present headquarters of NORAD is in a to- 
tally inadequate facility and with the system that we are setting up, 
such as SAGE, and our whole defense system, this is the heart of it. 

It has to be put into new facilities and into hardened facilities and 
it has to be done at the earliest possible date. We will have a firm site 
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for this particular facility before we get to the appropriations por- 
tion of this program, sir. . 

The Carman. You get a firm site before the authorization is 
granted. And we will try to put it where you think is the proper 
place. We must do that. We mustn’t put the horse before the cart. 

Now let’s locate it and then come back here and get it. 

Now you said you will locate it before you go to the Appropria- 
tions Committee. You better locate it, where it is authorized. It is 
authorized here. 

General Dreyer. Colonel Edmonds has a study on the current 
status made on the siting. 

The Cuatrman. You just bring the information up here that it has 
been definitely located and then we will authorize the money. 

Colonel Epmonps. Mr. Chairman, we have made detailed surveys 
on nine sites in this area. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Epmonns. And we eliminated six of them. Then we let 
contracts to perform the rock borings on the other three. Now we 
have completed the feasibility study and we have since then elimi- 
nated one of the other sites. 

It has boiled down now to the Chicken Mountain site or the Peter- 
son Field site, one of which is a cut and cover site, and the Chicken 
Mountain site is in the granite. 

The Cuatrman. If you want this authorization this session, while 
we are considering this bill, you better locate it. You locate it and 
come up here to get the authorization. We are not concerned. That 
is your business, to locate it. But we are not going to authorize 
money for sites that haven’t been located. 

Colonel Epmonps. We have finally located it, but we are in the 
process of sending it to the Joint Chiefs of Staff, which have to ap- 
prove it before we can tell you. 

The Chairman, You have enough officials down there who can si 
the final order. Go get it and bring it up here and then we will take 
it up. We are not going to take it up until you locate it. 

Read the next one. 

Mr. Kewieuer. Page 89. Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Mass. : 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, 
$1,234,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


OTIS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyrry. The next location is Otis Air Force Base, which 
is located approximately 7 miles northeast of Falmouth, Mass. The 
planned use of this base is for an air defense fighter mission, three 
airborne early warning and control squadrons, an air defense missile 
mission and a Strategic Air Command tanker mission. The program 
being requested totals $1,234,000 and consists of the following items: 

The first item is for the installation of 1,500 feet of stroboscopic 
approach lights and replacement of 1,500 feet of existing lights on 
the northeast end of the runway to bring the entire system up to 
acceptable standards. This work is required so that operational safety 
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of aircraft and personnel can be achieved under adverse climatic 
conditions. 

The second item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter. This 
building is needed so that harmonization of installed fire control 
systems on assigned fighter aircraft can be made. 

The third item is a communications and electronics shop for Strate- 
gic Air Command needed to provide operational maintenance and 
repair of electronic equipment and accessories used in the KC-97 
Senet aircraft. The 5,000 square feet requested here will fill the total 

eficiency. 

The fourth item is a ground powered equipment shop for the main- 
tenance of 403 pieces ofe equipment. Without this facility, the opera- 
tion must continue to be performed either in the open or crowded into 
existing hangar space which is highly unsatisfactory. 

The fifth item for Strategic air Command is an addition to the 
parachute and dinghy shop. The total requirement is 13,520 square 
feet of which 6,640 square feet exists, leaving a deficit of 6,880 square 
feet requested in this program. 

The last item in this program for Otis Air Force Base is an addition 
to the base warehouse, required to support Strategic Air Command 
activities. This is a new requirement generated by the assignment of 
a refueling squadron to Otis. Only 41,575 square feet of flight-line 
warehouse exists which is entirely occupied by parts and supplies in 
support of aircraft presently operating at Otis. The requested 20,905 
square feet in this program will provide needed space to support the 
new requirement. 

The Cuairman. Now, we think this can be reduced to $1,079,000. 
We think that parachute and. 

Mr. Ketiener. Dinghy. 

The Cuamman. Dinghy shop. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. What about that ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention that the 
requirement for this particular facility at this location is only half 
met. They only have about one-half of the space that they actually 
need. 

Mr. Kettener. However, Mr. Chairman, it is for an activity that 
isn’t in there at this time and won’t be for a while. 

The Carman. That is right. That is it exactly. It hasn’t even 
been—the activity hasn’t been put there. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. You can’t legislate this way. 

Colonel Jackson. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. That is not the way to ask this committee to handle 
this bill. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to go on record and 
point out—— ‘ 

The CHARMAN. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. That we have to build—we have to start construc- 
tion prior to the unit actually moving in there. 

The CuamrMan. We know all that. 

Colonel Jackson. And that is what we are attempting to do here. 

General Dreyer. This relates to the question that Mr. Hardy raised 
before, sir, about building for the 1962 time period. Our construction 
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rograms are always phased that way and must be phased 2 years 
ahead of the requirement, because—— 

The Cuarrman. Well, is is so low anyhow. Two years off you 
wouldn’t ask for it. You know it and I know it. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, let me ask him a question about another 
item. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. You have had in these things shop ground powered 
equipment, I reckon. 

General Dreyer. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. I suppose that is for your motorized equipment that is 
used on the ground, is that right ? 

General Dreyer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Iam doing pretty good at my guessing. 

Certainly you must have some shop for that equipment now in every 
one of these places. 

General Dreyer. No, sir, not for the ground powered equipment, 
no, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. For goodness sake, where are you maintaining it? 

Colonel Jackson. Mostly in the open, Mr. Hardy. In some cases 
the bases do have some little structure they are using. But essen- 
tially —— 

Mr. Harpy. You are not going to have a great big increase in the 
groundpowered equipment from what you have there now, are 


you? 
Colonel Jackson. Well, we are expecting that they are going to 


have around 403 pieces of groundpowered equipment at Otis, to 
maintain. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, here at this particular base you are going 
to have about the same level of personnel there you have now ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Not much change in it. And yet you are going to 
spend $188,000 for the building of some facilities to accomplish a 
purpose that you have been getting done somehow—I don’t know 
how. But you have been getting it done. 

Colonel Jackson. But, Mr. Hardy, going into Otis is a KC-97 
unit. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t know what is at Otis or what is at the rest of 
them. But you have that item in darn near every one we have been 
over already. 

Colonel | Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now if you have been servicing this stuff somehow 
before, why should it suddenly become necessary to spend this amount 
of money at all these places? 

Colonel Jackson. The more complex these aircraft become, the 
more you require this groundpowered equipment—your starters, your 
compressors and your air-conditioning units and various and sundry 
other things. 

General Dreyer. You will also find, Mr. Hardy, that a lot of this 
work had in the past been done in valuable hangar space that they 
had been crowding out aircraft. Aircraft in some instances were 
maintained outdoors. This is to get the hangar and other facilities 
back for the purpose that it was originally intended, and the ground- 
powered equipment provided its own repair shop. 
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Mr. Harpy. Then you are putting this on as an additional serv- 
ice in anticipation of the additional ground powered equipment that 
you are going to have in 1962 and 1965. 

Colonel Jackson. We are certainly basing it on what we think 
we are going to have not only now but out in the future. We feel 
this is a continuing requirement. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have a lot of skepticism for the 
necessity of that at this time, when we are talking about trying to 
keep this thing tight and get the water out. Yet we find that in 
every one of them. 

The Cuarrman. Just let me continue to squeeze it and I think we 
will get some out. [Laughter.] 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. Now read the next 
one. 

Mr. Bates. Which one are we eliminating, Mr. Vinson? 
[Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead now. Oxnard. 

Mr. Keiitener. Page 96, Mr. Chairman. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, Calif.: Operational facilities 
and real estate, $357,000. 


OXNARD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Oxnard Air Force Base is located approximately 
2 miles west of Camarillo, Calif. The planned use of this base is 
for an Air Defense Command fighter unit. The program being 
requested at Oxnard involves two items amounting to $357,000. 
One item is for replacement of the existing 1,000 feet of approach 
lights with 3,000 feet of standard lighting, including easiest lights 
and roll bars. It will enable pilots to make accurate landings under 
adverse weather conditions. 

The last item requested in this program is for acquisition of land 
for the approach lighting system requested above. 

The CuatrmMan. We find nocomplaint about that. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask about the real 
estate. In fact, whenever there is a land acquisition—I appreciate 
Mr. Kelleher would mention it and ask for it to be explained. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Gusser. If you don’t mind. 

Mr. Ketiener. Please explain land item. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; I will be glad to. This particular land 
item is a land easement, restrictive, and it is to go with the approach 
light item that you see also listed on page 96. 

Mr. Gusser. Isn’t it possible to secure easements for these approach 
lights, instead of getting the land in fee? 

Colonel Jackson. That is what this is. The nomenclature as 
listed in your book should be changed to land easement, restrictive. 

Mr. Gusser. In other words, it is not in fee? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are going to pay $10,000 an acre for an 
easement ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. The cost should also be changed. 

Mr. Harpy. Now we are going to get an amendment, Mr. a 

Mr. Bares. I had that pencil sharpened. 
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Colonel Jackson. From $139,000 to $37,000. ; 

The Cuatrman. The reason I didn’t—let me make this statement. 
Because we look over this land acquisition again. We always 
scrutinize most carefully, by a special subcommittee, the acquisition 
of the land. a 

So I never did take up much time on the mere authorization of land. 
But when it comes down to buying it and paying for it, when they 
come up here, we do scrutinize it exceedingly carefully. 

Mr. GuzpsEr. You mean—off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, he was just going to say they cut it a 
little bit. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Price. I would like to ask two questions. You say on an ease- 
ment basis it cost $37,000 ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

Mr. Price. What would be the situation as years go along? Would 
you eventaully want to buy it anyway ? 

Colonel Jackson. Colonel Payne. 

Colonel Payne. No, sir. In this case we would not. The only 
time we will require a fee interest or exclusive use interest is that if 
there is some activity in the area that would interfere with the ap- 
proach lights, themselves. 

In this case it is truck farming. There are some citrus groves 
there. And we can forsee nothing which would interfere with the 
erection, maintenance or operation of the approach lights. 

Mr. Price. Is this a permanent easement ? 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It is still going to cost you $2,500 an acre to get an 
easement. 

Colonel Payne. Something right under that; yes, sir, Mr. Hardy. 
: Mr. Harpy. That is awfully close, even on the basis of the revised 

gure. 

“The Cratrman. We can’t reach a decision as to the cost of the land 
by this bill. You have to give them the leeway. 

Mr. Harpy. That is right, Mr. Chairman. You don’t want to give 
them $10,000 extra. 

The CHarrman. Because it will be attended to. Mr. Philbin of 
Massachusetts and five or six other members on this committee will 
look after these things. Mr. Kelleher looks after all this. 

Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. General, you were about to say you will cut that item? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; from $139,000 to $37,000. The new 
total becomes 255. 

The CuatrMan, 255, 

Mr. Harpy. We saved $12,000 on that, Charley. 

The Cuamman. 255. 

Colonel Jackson. 102. [Laughter.] 

The Cuatrman. You got the bill fixed straight, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now the next one—go ahead. 
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Mr. Ket.enEr. Page 99 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Mo.: Maintenance 
facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $866,000. 


RICHARDS-GEBAUR AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyrr. The next location to be considered is Richards- 

Gebaur Air Force Base, located approximately 1 mile north-north- 
west of Belton, Mo. The planned use of this base is for an Air 
Defense Command fighter unit, an Air Defense sector headquarters, 
an Air Division headquarters, and a troop carrier and Air Reserve 
navigational training mission of the Continental AirCommand. The 
total program being requested amounts to $866,000. It includes the 
following items: 

The first item is for aircraft weapons calibration shelter, required 
to provide a structure where boresighting and harmonization of fire- 
control systems in assigned fighter aircraft can be performed. No 
facilities exist on the base for this purpose. 

The second item requested in this program is for an armament and 
electronics shop for the maintenance and repair, under controlled and 
dustproof conditions, of all electronic equipment used in the fighter 
aircraft at this base. Nothing exists that can be utilized or con- 
verted for this purpose. This item will satisfy the total requirement 
for this facility. 

The third item is for a chapel annex building, to provide assigned 
age and their dependents a facility adjacent to the present 

ase chapel, in lieu of conducting religious education in scattered 
buildings on the base. 

The last item in this program will provide utilities to support the 
new facilities in this request. 

The Cuamman. Now, this base is in Kansas City, and during the 
debate—this is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuairman. This base is named after two distinguished lieu- 
tenants who lost their lives. We find that the facts warrant this 
$866,000. 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. KeiieHer. Page 104. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Mich.: Maintenance 
facilities, and utilities, $925,000. 


SELFRIDGE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Selfridge Air 
Force Base located approximately 3 miles northeast of Mount Cle- 
mens, Mich. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter mission, a Strategic Air Command tanker mission, 
and a Continental Air Command troop carrier mission. The total 
program being requested amounts to $925,000 and consists of the 
following items: 

The first item is for an aircraft weapons calibration shelter needed 
to provide maintenance of fire-control systems on assigned fighter- 
interceptor aircraft at this base. Protection from the elements 
is necessary to perform this intricate work. 
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The next two items are for Strategic Air Command and will pro- 
vide an engine inspection and repair shop and a communication and 
electronics shop. The requirement for the first item is 16,600 square 
feet, with 3,800 square feet existing, leaving a deficit of 12,800 square 
feet. This request will satisfy the total requirement for this item. 
Nothing exists to accommodate the second item which is needed for 
—_ and repair of electronic equipment on the assigned tanker 
aircraft. 

The last item in this program for Selfridge is for construction of a 
second water-supply line from the existing water-supply system to 
the base. The existing line is badly corroded and the flow is so 
seriously reduced that it cannot provide the quantity of water needed 
for daily consumption. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, now, there is a water supply. We think 
that the amount of that can be eliminated, and that item should be 
$612,000, and “Utilities” should be stricken from the bill. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. 

Colonel Jackson. If I may. This water supply line is actually to 
replace or supplement an existing line. Now, the existing line is some 
27 years old. It was a 10-inch line, and since that time, due to just 
the age of the thing, the thing has become restrictive to where they 
aren’t getting the flow out of it that is actually required. 

This item here will provide a second line, which will increase their 
waterflow on the base. 

The Cuatrman. That supply is meeting all the requirements, so the 
record shows; isn’t that correct ? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, sir, on occasions—the water level does be- 
come low. We feel that this isan extremely good item. 

The Cuatrman. There is no question of water level up in Michigan. 
The water level there is always high. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. It is just a matter of getting it onto 
the base from the water supply area. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, you could continue that kind of an argu- 
ment on anything. 

You can say your electric line has been used for 26 years and is 
beginning to wear out a little. But it is meeting all the require- 
ments today. And it doesn’t hurt you one particle at all to meet your 
military mission by keeping the present facilities you have today. 

Yes, that is right. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 109. 

“Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, N.Y.: Op- 
erational facilities, and real estate, $269,000.” 


SUFFOLK COUNTY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Suffolk 
County Air Force Base located 3 miles north of Westhampton Beach, 
N.Y. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter mission and an Air Defense Command missile mission. The 
program being requested for Suffolk County totals $269,000. It con- 
sists of a request for installation of 1,500 feet on the northeast end of 
the runway. Also included in the program is acquisition of necessary 
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land for this system. This project is needed so that pilots can make 
safe landings under minimum ceilings and visibility. 

Mr. Keiiener. The real item, General. 

; The Cuatrman. We found that item to be supported by all the 
acts. 

Mr. Ketiever. Page 109. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Colonel Jackson. The land item goes with the approach lights. 

The CuarrMan. Page 25, now. 

Mr. Keiieuer. 112 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

“Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla. : Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$4,266,000.” 

TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Tyndall Air Force Base is the last location to be 
considered. It is located approximately 7 miles southeast of Panama 
City, Fla. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Com- 
mand Weapons Employment Center. The program requested for 
Tyndall amounts to $4,266,000 which consists of the following items: 

The first item is for replacement of an existing unusable base com- 
munications building. The expansion of base activities including 
cryptographic functions has resulted in a need for 2,500 lines in lieu 
of the present 1,400-line system. 

The next item is for replacement of a control tower which is sub- 
standard, and inadequate in height and location to effectively con- 
trol air traffic at this installation. 

The next item requested is for a field maintenance hangar to service 
over 200 aircraft assigned to this base. The requirement is 136,331 
square feet, with 34,724 square feet existing, leaving a deficit of 101,607 
square feet. The item in the program will satisfy the total require- 
ment. 

The next item is for an aircraft weapons calibration shelter and is 
needed to provide a structure where complex calibration can be per- 
formed on fire control systems in the assigned fighter-type aircraft. 
While 14,980 square feet exists, a deficiency of 3,745 square feet re- 
mains, and this request will partially meet the total deficiency. 

The next item in this a is for replacement of a parachute 
and dinghy building. The requirement for this facility is 6,880 
square feet. The existing substandard 2,737-square-foot building is 
to be razed to make way for the field maintenace hangar requested 
in this program. The requested facility will fill the requirement. 

The next item is for replacement of a cold storage building. The 
existing building of 7,060 square feet has deteriorated to the point 
where it is structurally unsafe, and the requested item will satisfy the 
total requirement for cold storage of foodstuffs. 

The requested airmen dining hall will feed 800 men. 

The last item requested in this program is for sanitary sewage 
pumping stations needed to handle the additional sewage created by 
the added construction at this base. 

The Cuarrman. Now we reduce that to $4,081,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. That is the same thing. Parachute and—— 

Mr. Kettener. Dinghy. 
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The Cuairman. And dinghy shop. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman—— ; 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ? 

The CuamMan. Yes. ; 

Mr. Lanxrorp. What does it mean under construction actions? 
You have RPMT. I imagine that means replacement ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. What does DFRP mean? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, we have any number of cases where we 
have a substandard facility, Mr. Lankford, on a base, which is now 
being used to fill a certain requirement. The facility, as well as being 
substandard, is way too small to satisfy the requirement. 

So in that case the facility that is coded with that symbol means it 
is not only a replacement but it also fills a deficiency. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. In other words, you have a communications base 
there presently ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Which is substandard and too small ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. So you are going to knock that down and build a 
new one in place of it ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is what DF RP means? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Colonel. 

Colonel Jackson. Might I mention in regard to this parachute and 
dinghy shop, it actually is true, that it is essentially a replacement, 
but it is now sited where the field maintenance hangar, that is shown 
in this program, is to be constructed. When the hangar goes in, this 
existing parachute and dinghy shop is going to have to come out. 

The Cuatrman. We will be right here. 

Colonel Jackson. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. We work here every year. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Now I want to be fair to the Department. Because I am very 
much impressed with these witnesses. You are fine witnesses. I am 
serious now. 

General Dreyer. This is going to be a serious deletion, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The CHatrman. We think the facts warrant what we are doing. 
If you want to examine my book and bring it back here in the morn- 
ing, here it is. But I must have it back, because it is my marked-up 
copy. Read over all these items. If you have any good explanations 
about them—there is no need to be just arguing and arguing, be- 
cause we have to present the facts to justify what we are doing. 

General Dreyer. We would like to be sure you consider all the 
facts on this one. 

The Cuarrman. What did you say? 

General Dreyer. I say, we wall like to be sure you considered all 
the factors involved in this one. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. You want to see my book, on each one 
of these items? 

General Dreyer. No, sir; I don’t think that will be necessary. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, we will take a recess until to- 
morrow morning at 10 o’clock. And come back now. We got a man- 
sized job to do in this bill. 

(Whereupon, at 3:55 p.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m., Friday, March 6, 1959.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE oN ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, March 6, 1959. 

The committee met at 10:10 a.m., the Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The Cuatrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. I am going to ask the committee to let us go back to 
this see Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla. This is off the 
record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CuHarrman. I think, members of the committee, we will be 
warranted in restoring this item with reference to this particular new 
building at Tyndall Air Force Base, which is to be used for a para- 
chute shop. 

Resmi Denuue. I appreciate that reconsideration, sir. 

The Cuarmman. That is the sensible thing to do. Now we are 
going to try to do constructive work. We are not going to do any- 
thing wrong if we know it. We are going to try to do what is right. 
Without objection, we restore—this goes on the record. $4,266,000 to 
Tyndall Air Force Base. 

Now, members of the committee, that brings us down to the Alaskan 
Air Command. 

Mr. Wison. What page? 

The Cuarrman. On page 25 of the bill. Mr. Kelleher, what page 
of the book? 

Mr. Ketuener. Page 13 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What page? 

Mr. Keiiener. 123, sir, of volume 1. You have two volumes before 
you. This is volume 1. 

The Cuarrman. 123. 

Mr. Keiienuer. 123. 

Mr. Rivers. Eielson Air Force Base. 

The Cuatrrman. Now—read it off, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketitener. Alaskan Air Command. 


EIELSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The first Alaskan Air Command installation to 
be considered is Eielson Air Force Base. This installation is located 
19 miles southeast of Fairbanks, Alaska. The planned mission of 
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this base is for Strategic Air Command mission. The program re- 
uested for this base totals $1,181,000. It involves three items, as 
ollows: 

The first item is a chapel annex building to be constructed adjacent 
to an existing chapel and will satisfy the total requirements for this 
facility at this installation. 

The second item requested is for an open mess NCO. It will replace 
an existing extremely substandard structure. 

The last item in the program for Eielson Air Force Base is for 
water supply storage. ‘The requested item will satisfy one-half of 
the total requirements for this installation. 


ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


The mission of the Alaskan Air Command is to organize and con- 
duct the air defense of Alaska and provide early warning to the 
United States and Canada. This command supports the Strategic 
Air Command, Military Air Transport Services, COMALSEAFRON, 
the U.S. Army, and the northwest route to the Orient. This pro- 
gram contains a anaes for $22,531,000 for the Alaskan Air Com- 
mand and provides facilities at 5 bases totaling $6,021,000 and facili- 


ties at 10 various locations totaling $16,510,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska: Community fa- 
cilities and utilities, $1,181,000. 

The Cuarrman. Now we find in there there is a chapel annex. 

Now I think we would be warranted in deleting the money for the 
chapel annex. 


Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that this 
function right now is being carried out in an old bachelor officers’ 
quarters and it is located approximately 1 mile from the present 
chapel. We feel it is, first of all, a poor type of facility to use for 
this function, and secondly, it is pretty remote from the main religious 
activity or main religious structure on the base. 

Mr. Wutson. Mr. Chairman, I went through this setup last No- 
vember, all through Eielson Air Force Base. ‘They certainly need 
facilities of this type up there. They are having a real morale prob- 
lem with the men because they are way up near the Arctic Circle. 
For the amount of money involved, I think it would be a good invest- 
ment. 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Mr. Ketieuer. They have a facility now, Mr. Chairman, though it 
is at some distance. 

The Cuairman. Of course. As the colonel just said, they are using 
some quarters now. We are not denying any gathering place to carry 
on religious work. 

Mr. Witson. It is very shoddy quarters now and they have to go 
oo deep snow to get to them, and it is a serious problem up 
there. 

Mr. Rivers. This, Mr. Chairman, is not the same as a PX or a 
+ a A chapel is one of the most necessary things for a 

ase, 

The Cuatrman. How much is involved ? 

Mr. Ketiener. $195,000 for this item, but there is one other item, 
too, sir. 
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The Cuamman. Well, what is the pleasure of the committee? 
Mr. Durnam. Let’s give them the x Ao 

Colonel Jackson. I would like to see it stay in. 

The Cuamrman. What is the other item ? 

Mr. Kettener. Water supply storage, Mr. Chairman, $206,000. 
They don’t have storage today. They are pumping directly from the 
water supply, which is a deep well. They have been doing it for 
some time. I think you felt that there is no reason they couldn’t 
continue to do that. 

' Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, it is true that that is what is 
actually going on today, but there have been occasions, and it happens 
rather often, where due to overloaded situations they have to pump 
at times directly into the mains and it doesn’t get the proper treat- 
ment that the water should have. And hence the water that many 
times gets into the main has a high mineral content and is awfully 
hard. We feel that this storage situation that we are requesting here 
would pretty well solve that problem. 

Mr. Kerzner. It is not dangerous to health, however. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now, we are in this kind of a position with 
reference to Alaska. We can probably be a little bit more generous at 
isolated stations. Alaska is all isolated. Suppose we just—I think we 
are on sound ground if we reduce $780,000 by 200-some-odd-thousand 
dollars, but I am not going to fuss about it. If you want to approve 
the $1,181,000, I will go along. We want to do a good job. There 
are plenty of opportunities. 

Without objection, the committee approves $1,181,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

General Dreyer. Thank you. 

The CHatrMan. Now, read the next one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska: Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $1,- 
150,000. This is page 127. 


ELMENDORF AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Elmen- 
dorf Air Force Base located 2 miles northwest of Anchorage, Alaska. 
The planned use of this base is for Alaskan Air Command Head- 
quarters, Air Defense Division Headquarters, fighter interceptor mis- 
sion and Strategic Air Command mission. The program requested for 
this base totals $1,150,000 and includes five items, as follows: 

The first item will modernize and extend the approach lights for 
the runway. 

The second item is for lighting the taxiway paralleling the north- 
south runway which is needed for safe operation of aircraft during 
the long periods of darkness which occur in this area during the win- 
ter months, 

The third item is for a missile assembly shop. The requirement is 
for 3,940 square feet and the item requested will satisfy the total re- 
quirement. 

The fourth item is a multicubicle magazine for the storage of air 
defense missiles, 

The last item will provide a portion of the utilities needed for the 
family housing area known as Sunflower No. 1. 
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The Cuatrman. Now, what do we recommend to be considered by 
the committee ? ; 

Mr. Kewiruer. In that case, Mr. Chairman, the item which you 
felt could be deleted is the pavement of some streets in a housing area. 

It is true that it is the only unpaved area today. It presents some 
difficulty on occasion, but it did not appear to be a critical item. 

The Cuatrman. How much is involved ? } 

Mr. Ketiener. $215,000, sir. It is under the heading “Utilities.” 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that as 
Mr. Kelleher says, this is for a housing area. ; 

This street that we are asking for would serve approximately 100 
duplex units. At the present time the streets are not paved. In the 
summertime it is dusty as can be and in the wintertime it is a veritable 
mudhole. We feel that this is an extremely good project. 

Mr. Kirpay. 200 families? 

Colonel Jackson. About 200 families. 

Mr. Rivers. It isa SAC base, too. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, it would be 200 families; 100 duplex, that is 
correct, Mr. Kilday. 

The CuatrMan. Well, let’s give them paved streets. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. The next one. 

Mr. Ketter. All right, page 133. 

Galena Airport, Alaska: Ground improvements, $1,750,000. 


GALENA AIRPORT 


General Dreyer. The next location is Galena Airport, located 275 
miles west of Fairbanks. One item is requested for this base. It in- 
volves erosion control work on the end of the runway. Currents of 
the Yukon River are rapidly eroding the earth near the end of the 
runway. If not soon corrected through the use of protective dikes, 
there 1s every likelihood that the runway itself will soon be lost 
through erosive action of the Yukon River. 

Mr. Kettener. In that case, Mr. Chairman, you felt that $100,000 
would be enough for temporary diking. The base is at a bend in the 
river and it is true that the river is now eroding that portion of the 
exterior of the base. There is about 26 feet of dike or ground still 
remaining, but it is my understanding—and the Air Force can correct 
me if I am wrong—that they are not certain exactly how they are 
going to go about correcting this. This $100,000 would preserve the 

ase safely and by next year they will know exactly what they intend 
to do to correct it. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I think we feel that that would 
probably be a wise thing todo. There is no question at all something 
has got to be done to this runway at Galena. I have some pictures 
here if the committee would be interested. 

The Cuarrman. Then you think $100,000 is enough to start off 
now and work it out? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, it is a calculated risk, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s take $100,000, then. Without objection, we 
reduce that—— 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could get a background 
on that base. 
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Mr. Wuson. I was up there also, Mr. Chairman. It is an F-102 
base, a very important base for protecting our north border there. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, all these are important. 

Mr. Bates. This is east of Fairbanks. 

The Cuatrman. Everything in this bill. 

Mr. Wuson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. Wirson. I was answering Mr. Bates’ question. 

The Cuatrman. Without Hicstion, the committee reduces that 
$100,000. 

Mr. Smart. What is the total ? 

Mr. Ketiener. $100,000 only. 

The Cuarrman. Read the next one. 

Mr. Kertiener. Page 135. 

King Salmon Airport, Alaska: Supply facilities, and utilities, 
$1,690,000. 

KING SALMON AIRPORT 


General Dreyer. The next location is King Salmon Airport located 
15 miles east of Nakenek, Alaska. The program requested for King 
Salmon amounts to $1,690,000. It includes an item for the storage 
of weapons, an item to provide utility support for a radar tower, and 
an item of electric power to support the base and the radar unit. 

The Cuatrman. We felt all the evidence warrants that. Without 
objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 139. 

Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska: Maintenance facilities, $250,000. 


LADD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location in the Alaskan Air Command 
to be considered is Ladd Air Force Base. This installation is located 
1 mile east of Fairbanks, Alaska. The planned mission of this base 
is for fighter interceptor missions, and Air Division Headquarters. 
The program requested for this base totals $250,000 and consists of 
one item for an aircraft weapons calibration shelter. This item is 
needed to calibrate and harmonize the fire control systems of the 
assigned fighter aircraft. 

In addition, it is requested that Public Law 85-241 be amended to 
provide an additional $265,000 in authorization to correct increased 
costs on projects approved by that law. 

The Cuamrman. We felt the facts warrant that. Without objec- 
tion, this is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 141. 

Various locations, Alaska: Operational and training facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities, $16,510,000. 


VARIOUS FACILITIES 


General Dreyer. Included in the program for Alaskan Air Com- 
mand are various types of facilities required in support of 10 loca- 
tions in Alaska and consist generally of utilities at 5 bases and electric 

wer at 3 bases required for the servicing of radar towers; a gap 

ller for detection of low altitude aircraft at 1 location; water supply 
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at 1 site; a communication system for White Alice related to collec- 
tion of vital BMEWS data; operations building for security service 
functions and a recreation facility at one location and the last item is 
for construction of a tropospheric scatter relay communications sys- 
tem at four classified locations in Alaska. 

The Cuamman. We felt the facts warranted that. 

Now do you want to go into that and tell the committee all what 
that, encompasses ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. You are in open session. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Now this is an open session. 

Mr. Kettner. It is, sir. 

The Cuatrman. If there is anything classified, you must notify us. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, I will try to tell you what I can in open 
session. 

A big portion of this money would be to provide electric power for 
our radar stations up in that area. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That is what we found out. So we put 
that in. 

Now that gets rid of that. You did all right in Alaska. Now the 
Air Materiel Command. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


General Dreyer. The mission of the Air Materiel Command is to 
(1) provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, produc- 
tion, maintenance and supply for the U.S. Air Force; (2) provide 
general overall logistical support for all activities and agencies for 
the U.S. Air Force; (3) train specialized units for accomplishment 
of specified logistics functions in oversea areas and theaters; and (4) 
train individuals requiring a long training leadtime to fill require- 
ments of air depot type units scheduled for activation and to fill re- 
placement requirements. This program contains a request for $21,- 
162,000 for Air Materiel Command and provides facilities at eight 
locations. 

Included within the Air Materiel Command total program are fa- 
cilities for the AMC depot supply and maintenance requirements 
totaling $3,728,000. The SAC mission at three AMC locations re- 
quires a total of $812,000. The ADC mission at Griffiss requires a 
total of $1,466,000. A new MATS mission at Kelly requires a total 
of $123,000 and there are research and development requirements at 
one AMC installation totaling $10,943,000. The remainder of the 
program is composed of items to satisfy the basic Air Materiel 1nis- 
sion requirements. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 166. The Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, 
N.Y.: Maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $676,000. 


GRIFFISS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Griffiss Air 
Force Base. This base is located approximately 1 mile southeast of 
Rome, N.Y. The planned use of Griffiss AFB is for the Headquar- 
ters, Rome Air Materiel Area, Rome Air Force Depot, the Rome Air 
Development Center Headquarters, an Air Defense Command fighter 
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mission, and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. The total 
program requested amounts to $676,000.and includes the following 
three items: 

The first item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter facility. 
The total requirement is 11,505 square feet. This request will pro- 
vide for the first increment and will be used for calibrating the radar 
and missile guidance systems of the ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft. 
Currently, this vital work is attempted, weather permitting, on the 
open apron because no such facility exists at this base. 

The next item is also to support the ADC mission at Griffiss and is 
an armament and electronic shop. The requirement is 12,400 square 
feet. The requested shop will provide the necesary air-conditioned, 
dustproof facility for the proper maintenance and repair of the sensi- 
tive airborne armament and electronic equipment. 

The last item will provide additional ammunition storage for the 
SAC weapons. 

The Cuarrman. Now we found that all the items—the facts sup- 
port and warrant that. Without objection, we agree to that figure. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 170. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational facilities, $341,000. 


HILL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location is Hill Air Force Base, located 
approximately 4 miles east of Clearfield, Utah. The planned use of 
Hill AFB is for the Headquarters, Ogden Air Materiel Area, and 
Air Defense Command mission, and a Reserve unit. The program be- 
ing requested at Hill AFB amounts to $341,000 and involves only one 
item for a Rapcon Center. ; ? de | 4a 

The requirement at Hill for this navigational aid facility is 6,034 
square feet. One thousand eight hundred and sixty-three square feet of 
temporarily assigned space in a hangar is being presently utilized. 
The 6,034 square feet included in this request will provide the neces- 
sary space to permit the operation of a full Rapcon facility. 

The Cuarrman. Now we felt that all the facts warranted that. 

Mr. Bates. What is a Rapcon Center? 

Colonel Jackson. Radar approach control center. It is jointly 
operated between the FAA and the Air Force. That is a picture of 
what one will look like. 

Mr. Bates. GCA? 

Colonel Jackson. No. It is, of course, tied in with the GCA system 
but this is basically for area traffic control. 

Mr. Gupser. Who actually runs that? FAA or the Air Force? 

Colonel Jackson. It is jointly manned and the FAA actually con- 
trols the operation. 

Mr. Gusser. They are the ultimate authority ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. Thank you. 

Colonel Jackson. We are building them where they are on our 
bases. The FAA is building them at other locations. 

The Cuarman. Now the next—that is agreed to. 

Now the next—what is the next one? 

Mr. Ketteuer. Page 172. 
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Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.: “Operational and train- 
ing facilities and utilities, $1,303,000.” 


KELLY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Kelly Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located approximately 6 miles west-southwest of 
San Antonio, Tex. Its planned use is for the headquarters of the 
San Antonio Air Materiel area, a logistical support mission, and a 
MATS Aero Medical Transport mission. It also serves as the head- 
quarters of the Air Force Security Service. The program being re- 
quested at Kelly Air Force Base involves three items at a cost of 
$1,303,000. 

The first item will provide stabilized overruns at each end of the 
primary runway. Overruns are required to provide emergency run- 
ways length when aircraft either under or overshoot the runway on 
landings or overrun the runway on takeoff. The existing graded 
overruns are of poor material with inadequate bearing capacity. 

The next item will provide for a flight simulator training building 
to support the newly assigned Medical Transport mission. There is 
no suitable existing building available at Kelly Air Force Base. This 
requested facility will be used by the pilots and crewmembers in 
maintaining the exceptionally high standards required for this air 
evacuation mission. 

The last item is for the modification of the electrical power system 
for the maintenance apron and hangar and provides power outlets 
of sufficient capacity to operate equipment furnished to support the 
newer type aircraft. At present it is necessary to use mobile gasoline 
driven equipment on the apron and in the hangar area, thus creating a 
safety and fire hazard. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a good base. ; 

Mr. Bates. There must be something here we can cut, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

Mr. Kinpay. Without objection. 

The Cuarrman. We examined this and we have reexamined it. 

The first conclusion that we came to was that we might be war- 
ranted in deleting it, but after further study of this matter—and 1 
studied it again last night—I concluded that the facts might warrant 
it to let it stay in, but I do think you should make a complete explana- 
tion. 

Mr. Bares. How do you feel about it today, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. I am going to let it stay in, but let’s have a report. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, there are three items at Kelly. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. We know all about them. 

Colonel Jackson. The first item is a runway overrun and as a 
support item under the overrun are approach lights. The overrun 
will go on both ends and the approach lights on one end. It is a 
new type of approach lights rie we feel it is a very important item. 

The next item is a flight simulator building which would house 
the C-131 flight simulator. 

The next item, or last item, is electric aircraft outlets. That is to 
provide electric power in the ramp to service the Century series type 
aircraft that are undergoing depot repair at Kelly. 





1186 


The Cuarman. Well, without—— 

Colonel Jackson. We feel they are all very good items. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate it. But when you said 
“we,” I want it understood I was never included in that “we.” 

The Cuarrman. By “we,” I mean me and Mr. Kelleher, the counsel. 

Mr. Rivers. You can’t have any disagreement in a conference of 
that type. 

The Cuairman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Keener. Page 176. McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
Calif. : Operational facilities and supply facilities, $1,548,000. 


M’CLELLAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is McClellan 
Air Force Base, located approximately 7 miles northeast of the city 
of Sacramento, Calif. The planned use of this base is for the head- 
quarters of the Sacramento Air Materiel Area, and Air Defense Com- 
mand early warning unit, a MATS weather recon mission, and an 
Air Force Reserve activity. The program requested at McClellan 
amounts to $1,548,000. It consists of the following items: 

The first item provides for apron on which to park aircraft under- 
going preflight and postflight inspection and corrections at this depot. 
The total requirement for a depot maintenance apron at McClellan 
is 358,771 square yards, 206,836 square yards are available at various 
locations on the base. This request is an increment to eliminate the 
outstanding deficiency and will be used in support of the new flight- 
test hangar located across the base from the main industrial area. 

The next item is a very high frequency navigational aid facility. 
The existing interim facility located on base has proven unsatisfac- 
tory since it is too restricted by existing hangars and other structures. 

The last item will provide additional storage for aviation fuel. 
The requirement at McClellan is 44,320 barrels. The existing 21,119 
barrels is insufficient to fill the base requirements. This request will 
provide additional onbase avfuel storage to support the various depot 
and operational-type missions at this base. 

The CuatrmaNn. We felt there should be some reduction in that 
apron. 

Mr. Kettener. There are two items, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Call the committee’s attention to them. 

Mr. Kettner. First, the maintenance apron. The apron is in con- 
nection with a new flight-test hangar. Without it, it is true that the 
airplanes will have to go from one place to another across an active 
runway. However, they can make it. It did not appear to be a criti- 
cal item. 

The second one was fuel storage. Concededly, they don’t have as 
much as they would like to have today. They get their fuel by 
tank car, but they have never gotten below 1 day’s supply. It is 
available at all times. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, regarding this apron, we feel that 
that is a very important item. At McClellan, the aircraft load which 
is in there now and which is projected is such that they are squeezing 
the aircraft up and in many cases actually having to park out on 
pierced steel plank, that is a portable landing mat type of an affair. 
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This apron here, as Mr. Kelleher pointed out, would go with the 
flight-test hangar. The flight-test hangar is being constructed now 
across the field from the main portion of the installation. _ 

We feel that it is urgently necessary just to park the aircraft and 
also for efliciency purposes. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, how can you have an efficient opera- 
tion of the hangar with no parking apron? 

Mr. Ketxenuer. There is parking, but it is just at a distance from 
the hangar. 

The Cuatrman. The parking area is right next door. 

General Dreyer. There is access to the hangar now, but only access 
to it, and that is all. 

The Cuarrman. All these items that we are taking exception to are 
very low in your priority list, every one of them. You know it and 
I know it, General. Isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. They are not low on their list, Mr. Chairman. It is 
on your list that they are low. 

The Cuatrman. They are too low. They are low on my list. 
Every one of them is low on your list. 

General Dreyer. This pavement item, sir, would definitely be high 
on our priority list because it does seriously affect the efficiency of our 
operation at this base and will affect it. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cohelan. 

Mr. Conetan. Colonel, what is the state of residential development 
around McClellan at this time? 

Colonel Jackson. The state of residential development? 

Mr. Conetan. Adjacent to the field ? 

Colonel Payne. I believe the base has been pretty well protected, 
sir, by certain zoning actions on the west of the base. There has been 
some development, but it has not seriously impeded the operation of 
the base. There was some discussion last year that we might have to 
acquire some easements on that side of the base in order to prevent 
further development, but we believe that the community zoning now 
has it under control. 

Mr. Conetan. But not having the right kind of affair here, doesn’t 
that kind of create a greater hazard in the area, or does it? 

Colonel Payne. There are no hazardous conditions existing there 
currently, sir, nor any that we can foresee. 

Mr. Conexan. I see. 

The Cuairman. I think this item should be reduced $53,000. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, let’s ask a question this way. Is this 
operating extension desirable or necessary? If it is desirable that is 
onething. If it is necessary that is one thing, too. 

General Dreyer. Could I answer that question, please, sir? 

Mr. ARrenDs. Yes. 

General Dreyer. I would like to answer in a general way and then 
in a more specific way. 

In general I would like to state that this program that appears be- 
fore you today has been compressed many times in various echelons, 
but particularly in the Air Force, itself. We feel that what we have 
in here now are all absolute essentials. We even left absolute essen- 
tials out of this program because there wasn’t room for them, for the 
items. But anything that is only desirable could not compete with 
these items in this program at all. 
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Insofar as this particular apron is concerned, it is definitely a re- 
quirement. . 

If we are not successful in getting it in this bill this year, we cer- 
tainly will have to resubmit it again next year to make an efficient 
operation at McClellan Air Force Base. 

The CuarrmMan. Then if it is not included in the bill this year it 
will not interfere in the slightest degree with the proper maintenance 
and to meet your military requirements at this base, will it, during 
this year? 

General Dreyer. The operation can be carried on, sir, but in a very 
inefficient manner. It can be done, but not in the efficient manner 
that we want to do it and certainly when we get to that point, we don't 
do all the things we should do in the maintenance area. 

The CuarrmMan. We want you to doit in an efficient manner. 

General Dreyer. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. It is necessary to do this in an efficient manner, is 
that right? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Then we will have to put the $1,548,000. With- 
out objection, that is agreed to. 

Colonel Jackson. We appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. 

General Dreyer. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 180. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pa.: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $2,676,000. 


OLMSTED AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Olmsted Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered and it is located 1 mile west of the city of Middletown, Pa. 
Planned use of this base is for the Middletown Air Materiel Area 
Headquarters. The total program being requested is $2,676,000. 

The first item is a base communications building. The existing 
6,014 square feet in the base headquarters building is entirely inade- 

uate to serve the increased base requirement. Because of space 
Tl it is impractical to consider expansion of the existing 
acility. . 

cat two items are required to make the newly constructed run- 
way completely operational. The navaids and approach lights are 
necessary to effectively and safely handle the heavy air traffic asso- 
ciated with this depot operations. 

The next item provides for modification of existing shop space 
for performing specialized maintenance and overhaul of missile 
components. 

The next item will provide for dehumidifying of one warehouse. 
There is no existing controlled humidity storage space at Olmsted. 
The work proposed will include moisture vapor proofing of walls, 
modification to roof eaves and removal of roof ventilators, installing 
air lock doors, sealing windows and installing the dehumidification 
equipment. 

The next item provides for a dispensary to replace the existing 
hospital located on the site of the new highway saiinond grade sep- 
aration project. 
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The last item will provide for the replacement of the base chapel. 
The existing chapel with a seating capacity of only 173 seats is ex- 
tremely substandard and is located in the industrial section of the 
base located remotely from the housing and community areas. 

The CuAtrman. We found that the facts warranted that item. 
Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 190. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Ga.: Supply facilities, and troop 
housing, $1,054,000. 

ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Robins Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located 1 mile east of Warner-Robins, Ga. The 
planned use of this base is for the Warner-Robins Air Materiel Area 
Headquarters, a logistical support squadron and a Strategic Air 
Command bomber mission. The total program being requested 
umounts to $1,054,000 and involves 5 items. 

Included are items for jet fuel storage, two ammunition storage 
facilities, and a warehouse building for the assigned SAC mission. 

The last item is a dining hall for airmen. This requested 1,000-man 
dining hall and the recently completed 800-man dining hall are the 
only permanent messing facilities for the approximately 3,850 airmen 
at this base. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuarrman. Now we found that the facts warranted that being 
reduced to $900,000, by the elimination of the jet fuel storage. With- 
out objection, the figures are reduced down to 9——— 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. This jet fuel storage—— 

The Cuarrman. I know it. You are getting along down there all 
right now. You got all you need. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, as you undoubtedly know and 
recall, this base is being converted for B-52 operation. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Colonel Jackson. This fuel storage is required to give them their 
full requirement. 

Mr. Ketiener. 41,000 barrels capacity are now being built and 
they need 51,000, but the new activity is not in there; 41,000 should 
hold them for a while. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. When you get the new activities 
we will take care of it. So I recommend, members of the committee, 
this figure he reduced to $900,000. 

Colonel Jackson. It is due in there very shortly. 

The Cuamman. Without objection. 

Mr. Kirpay. [ Aside. ] 

The CHarrman. Now read the next one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 196. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Okla.: Operational facili- 
ties, and maintenance facilities, $1,036,000. 


TINKER AIR FORCE BASE 


General DreEYER. _Tinker Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered and is situated 1 mile south of Midwest City, Okla. The 
{ 


planned use of this base is for the Oklahoma City Air 
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and other CONAC and MATS activities. The program requested 
at Tinker Air Force Base totals $1,036,000 and includes two items. 

The first item provides for a stabilized overrun at the south end 
of the primary runway. An adequate overrun exists at the north 
end of the runway. This item will complete the established require- 
ment for the emergency runway distance needed when an aircraft 
<eor ppae or overshoots the runway while landing or overruns on 
takeoff. 

The other item provides additional hazardous test shop space. 
The requirement at Tinker is 70,081 square feet for this function. 
There exists only 46,105 square feet and this request for 23,976 will 
fill the outstanding deficiency at Tinker and will be used for testing 
and repair of inflight refueling systems and engine accessories. 

The Cuarrman. Now the facts warranted complete agreement with 
the Department on that. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: 
Research, development, and test facilities, and supply facilities, 
$12,528,000. 

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The last Air Materiel Command location to be 
considered is Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. This base is located 
1 mile west of Fairborn, Ohio. The planned use of this base is for the 
Headquarters of the Air Materiel Command, for the Wright Air 
Development Center Headquarters, an Air Defense Command Air 
Division Headquarters, the Air Force Institute of Technology, the 
Air Technical Intelligence Center, an Air Defense Command fighter 


mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. The total 
program requested for Wright-Patterson Air Force Base amounts to 
$12,528,000. 

Two items requested are in support of the Strategic Air Command 
bomber mission for which construction was initiated through the 
fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction program. Nothing exists 
at Wright-Patterson which would fit the requirements for which 
these facilities are needed. Both facilities provide for storing spe- 
cial explosive weapons. 

The first three items support the Air Research and Development 
Command mission at this base. The Aircraft Fatigue Test Labo- 
ratory will be used by aircraft engineers and designers in their search 
for methods to prevent structural failures due to sonic vibrations. 
This facility will be this country’s only sonic testing laboratory cap- 
able of handling large sections of aircraft and missile structures. 
The requested propulsion components testing laboratory will be used 
in the development of aircraft fuel systems utilizing high energy 
fuels. The Science Medical Laboratory will be used for experimental 
psychology studies related to weapons system and space vehicles, In- 
cluded in this facility is a section to house animals used in performing 
« variety of experiments including acceleration, hypoxia, and 
radiation. 

The next two items re ate will support the Air Technical In- 
telligence Center at Wright-Patterson. They will provide additions 
to two existing buildings and will be used in the mission of collect- 
ing, analyzing, and dissemination of technical intelligence informa- 
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tion gathered throughout the world. The last two items will pro- 
vide ammo storage facilities for the SAC mission at this base. 

The CuarrmMan. Now we eliminated there the explosive storage, 
about $100,000. The item will read $12,548,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this item that you have reference 
to, like Robins, is in support of the SAC mission that is scheduled to 
go into this installation. 

The Cuarrman. We understand it. Without objection, I ask the 
committee to approve $12,548,000. It is agreed to. All right. 

Mr. Kexiener. Air Research and Development Command. 
































AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


yeneral Dreyer. The mission of the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command is to attain and maintain qualitative superiority by 
the following procedures: (1) Conduct or supervise scientific and 
technical studies required for the accomplishment of Air Force mis- 
sions; (2) seek new basic knowledge from which improved aeronau- 
tical equipment, material, weapons, and techniques can be developed ; 
(3) undertake the development and recommend the adoption of ap- 
propriate new and improved devices and systems for the conduct 
and support of air warfare, including aircraft, missiles, weapons, 
techniques, and procedures applicable to Air Force urposes; (4) 
perform employment and suitability testing of aircraft, guided mis- 
siles, navigational aids, components and material. This program 
contains a request for $13,990,000 for Research and Development 
Command and provides facilities at 11 locations (includes 4 auxiliary 
sites). 

Teainded within the Air Research and Development Command to- 
tal program are facilities for research, development, and testing total- 
ing $9,857,000; Air Defense Systems Integration Division at one base 
totaling $747,000: air defense missile training at one base totaling 
$426,000, an SAC facility at one location totaling $39,000. The re- 
mainder of the program is composed of items to support the basic 
ARDC mission requirement. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 21. Arnold Engineering Development Cen- 
ter, Tullahoma, Tenn.: Research, development, and test facilities, and 
utilities, $5,690,000. 
















































































ARNOLD ENGINEERING DEVELOPMENT CENTER 





General Dreyer. The first location in the Air Research and De- 
velopment Command is Arnold Engineering Development Center 
located 8 miles south of Manchester, Tenn. The planned use of this 
center is to operate research and development activities for industry, 
educational institutions, and Government agencies to further the de- 
velopment and evaluation of aircraft propulsion systems and guided 
missiles. This program contains a request for $5,690,000 and in- 
cludes the following five items: 

The first item for an addition to the gas dynamics test facility is 
required to provide accurate aerodynamics, thermodynamic, and 
chemical scientific data on missiles traveling at hypersonic speeds. 
The present structure is ere in size to meet the requirement 
for proper testing of the most advanced type of missiles. 
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The second item is for modification of propulsion wind tunnel 
duct to permit testing of current and future propulsion systems un- 
der simulated flight conditions. 

The third item requested in this ram is for modification of 
propulsion engine test cell to provide increased capability for de- 
velopment support of nonairborne weapons systems including bal- 
listic missiles, military satellites, and space vehicles. 

The fourth item at Arnold is for modification of propulsion engine 
‘test stand needed to develop test data for rocket engine propulsion 
‘systems, support of ballistic missiles and satellites. 

The last item in the program is for an addition to the electric 
switching station needed to increase the power load to support all 
research and development projects being undertaken at this installa- 
tion, and thereby alleviate a dangerously overloaded electrical dis- 
tribution system. 

The Cuamman. We found that is warranted. Without objection, 
that is agreed to. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gusser. Never mind. That is all right. 

The Cuarrman. Now go ahead. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Page 217. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, Calif.: Research, development, 
and test facilities, and medical facilities, $787,000. 


EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location is Edwards Air Force Base. 
This base is located approximately 19 miles east of Rosamond, Calif. 
The planned use of this base is for an Air Force Flight Test Center 
Headquarters. The total program being requested is $787,000. It 
consists of three items as follows: 

The first item is for an electronic laboratory calibration building 
needed to house the delicate testing and calibration machines used in 
the center’s tests programs. The existing facility is inadequate in 
size and the item requested will satisfy this deficiency. 

The second item at Edwards is for a pre missile test shop com- 
ponents facility, required in support of testing of high-thrust con- 
ventional booster systems and high-energy propellant upper stage pro- 
pulsion systems. The item requested in this program, together with 
the 3,000-square-foot structure existing, will fulfill the requirement. 

The last item in the program is for an addition to the outpatient fa- 
cility, which furnishes needed medical services to authorized personnel 
on the base, and will complete the full requirement. 

The Cuarrman. Now we recommended that be reduced to $542,000, 
to take out—what is the item? 

Mr. KetirHer. It is an electronics calibration laboratory.. The 
work is now being done by contract in Los Angeles. It is concededly 
not as convenient as having it done on the base but it can continue to be 
done that way. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this particular facility we are 
requesting, as he says, is intended to provide for the calibration of all 
the various and sundry instruments that they use out at Edwards, 
which is one of our research centers, as you know. 
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While it is true that this work is being done by contract, it is cost- 
ing us approximately $92,000 a year to do it. They have to travel 
abetettine distances back and forth to calibrate their instruments. 
This facility will actually pay for itself in about 214 years. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. How long? 

Colonel Jackson. About 214 years. 

The Cuatrman. It is not going to interfere with the work at all. 
The work is going to be carried on under this contract arrangement 
as well as on the base? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, sir, the work is being done, ves, sir, by a 
contract. But we feel this is a more economical way of doing it and 
efficient way of doing it. 

The Cuarrman. There is about $250,000 involved in it. I think 
we ought to save 

Colonel Jackson. $245,000 for that item. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Colonel Jackson. $245,000 for that item. 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

Yolonel, what do you estimate we could save? What would the 
saving be over, say, 214 years? 

Colonel Jackson. As I say, it is costing us now by contract about 
$92,000. Now obviously, of course, it is going to cost us something 
to run and operate the building. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. What will it cost you to run your own shop ? 

Colonel Jackson. I don’t have those figures, Mr. Lankford. It 
obviously will cost us money to run it, but it is not going to cost us 
$92,000 a year, we don’t think. 

The Cizairmsn. The reason they contracted it out was because they 
felt it could be done cheaper. That is the reason you make all your 
contracts ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. They just didn’t have a facility to house 
this type of equipment. That is the only other way of doing it. 

The CHatrMan. I move the item be made $542,000. Without. ob- 
jection, the item is agreed to and it stands at $542,000. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I may not object to you on that, but I 
would object to the statement you made, that the reason they centract 
them out is on the basis of economy. I don’t quite agree with that 
statement fully. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t think they would be warranted in making a 
contract if they could do it cheaper themselves. They make these 
contracts based on the idea that the same work can be done by private 
industry cheaper than it can be done by the Government. 

Mr. Price. That may be the case of the particular one. I don’t 
know until I see the figure. But I know it hasn’t been the case in all 
of them. 

The Cuarrman. Take the next item. 

General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, we have Colonel Stewart from 
our Research Department here. Would you 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. Would you allow him to make a statement ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir, come up right here. 

General Dreyer. On this item. Give some information on the cost. 

Colonel Stewart. It is not only a matter of contracting it out, 
which is paid for by R. & D. money as you know. It isa matter where 
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we have actually more equipment, calibration equipment on hand at 
Edwards now than we can effectively use. We have a great deal of 
equipment in about 1,400 or 1,500 square feet of building space. It 
is moved and back constantly. 

The Cuarrman. May I ask you the question: Why are you dupli- 
cating? You have a contract to do the work and you bought all the 
material and it is now just sitting there. 

Colonel Stewart. No,sir. The equipment is moved back and forth. 
We don’t think we are getting the performance we should be getting 
out of the equipment we already have. 

We have not enough equipment there to do our entire job. 

The Cuarrman. Why did you give the contract in the first place? 
Why didn’t you build it yourself in the first place ? 

Mr. Witson. Couldn’t get approval. 

Colonel Stewart. We have to get approval in the military con- 
struction program to build the building first, sir. 

The Cuarrman. But you could have asked for the approval before 
you made the contract. Now you got a contract and you bought 
the equipment. Now you want to build it. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman: 

The Cuatrman. I think, members of the committee, we studied this 
item in here. It is only about $200,000. We are not going to hurt the 
service. Everybody knows we are not going to hurt the service. 
We must make a better record than we have been making in 
the past. I said before some of you came in: In the last 3 years— 
I want to impress this upon you. In this bill we are rescinding $900) 
million worth of authorizations, at the request of the Department, 
in 3 years. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, that means that maybe we were too 
hasty in what we granted them before. 

The CuarrMan. It was one of two things. 

Mr. Harpy. We didn’t do as good a job as we might have done. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, either we did not do as good a job 
as we should or else the Air Force had not buttoned it up and worked 
it out as it should have been worked out. 

I am trying for once—in handling all of these public works bills—. 
to get right down to line items. 

f course, I know the Department is going to be very resistant on 
every one of these little, small reductions. We are not hurting the 
service in the slightest degree. But we are trying to take out these 
items that we can get by on in this fiscal year, at least while the com- 
mittee is hearing it, without any harm to the service. 

Mr. Duruam. How long does this contract run you got at the 
present time ¢ 

General Dreyer. It is probably on an annual basis, sir. I don't 
know, sir. 

Colonel Stewart. This is an annual cost plus type contract, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Then you have already contracted for it to 1959? 

Colonel Stewart. Fiscal year 1959, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item stands. 

Now get to the next one. 

Mr. KELLEHER. Eglin is the next one, Mr. Chairman. 


The Cuamrman. That stands at $833,000. 
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Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. Page 221 in the book. Do you want me 
to read that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuatrMan. Read that. Eglin. 

Mr. KeLiever. 221 in the book. Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, 
Fla.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and research, de- 
velopment, and test facilities, $833,000. 


EGLIN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Eglin Air 
Force Base. The program being requested amounts to $833,000. 
Eglin Air Force Base is located 2 miles southwest of Valparaiso, 
Fla., and the planned use of this base is for the Air Proving Ground 
Center Headquarters and a SAC bomber mission. Included in this 
request are three items as follows: 

A guided missile shelter which will provide for the construction of 
two additional Bomarc launchers for the Bomarc training program. 

The jet test stand for Strategic Air Command will provide the 
capacity for testing overhauled aircraft engines and will also provide 
the necessary acoustical treatment for the test stands. 

Guided missile data collection theodolite stations are included in 
this program and are needed to evaluate air-to-air missiles, bombing 
systems and fire control systems as part of the Eglin gulf test range. 

The CuatrMAN. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Kevitener. Page 225. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, N. Mex.: Research, de- 
velopment, and test facilities, and utilities, $1,117,000. 


HOLLOMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Holloman Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered. It is located 6 miles southwest of Alamogordo, N. Mex. 
The planned use of this base is for the Air Force Missile Development 
Center Headquarters and for a drone squadron. The program re- 
quested for Holloman amounts to $1,117,000. The following items 
are involved : 

The first item is for an addition to the equipment laboratory para- 
chute test building which is needed to serve a dual function of pro- 
viding space for repairing and drying of parachutes as well as fur- 
nishing missile and drone recovery parachutes. 

The second items requested in this program is for a guided missile 
laboratory instrumentation facility to provide space for checkout of 
rockets and boosters, as well as space for project development engi- 
neering. The item requested will satisfy the total requirement. | 

The last item is for replacement of a 10-inch water main with a 
16-inch pipeline, since the existing line is badly deteriorated and is 
subject to constant leakage. 

The Cuatrman. Now we reduced that down to $909,000. Tell the 
committee what items are deleted? 

Mr. Kewiener. That is a parachute testing addition. Actually 
it is similar to the parachute and dinghy shops that the committee 
has been dealing with. 

Facilities do already exist, although at some distance. It looks 
as though the present facilities can continue to be used. 
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Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out what 
Mr. Kelleher says is substantially correct. However, a big portion 
of the facility that they are presently using is an old tarpaper sided 
messhall that has been—attempts have been made to convert it tem- 
porarily for this type of function. | 

The CuatrMan. It is meeting its requirements right today. You 
are not suffering by using that old tarpaper building. 

Colonel Jackson. Well—— 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. We are 
making it $909,000. 

Now read your next one. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Page 292. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Mass.: Training facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, and administrative facili- 
ties, $3,125,000. 

L. G. HANSCOM FIELD 


General Dreyer. L. G. Hanscom Field is the next location to be con- 
sidered. It is located 2 miles south-southwest of Bedford, Mass. The 

lanned use of this base is the Air Force Cambridge Research Center 

eadquarters. The total program requested at L. G. Hanscom 
amounts to $3,125,000. It involves the construction of a scientific 
laboratory to house 250,000 volumes and 200,000 research reports, 
as well as provision for space for research literature and other scien- 
tific books. The item requested will fulfill the total requirement. 
The next item involves construction of a solid physics laboratory 
needed to advance intensive research on solid and gaseous state elec- 
tronic materials, as well as providing extremely high temperature 
to study effects in the development of high thrust engines. No facili- 
ties exist that can be utilized for this purpose. 

The next item requested for L. G. Hanscom is a scientific data 
collection laboratory to provide studies of natural phenomena that 
will be free from interferences, such as air pollution, artificial night 
sky glow and chemical reactions that adversely influence the energy 
utilized for propulsion of atmospheric vehicles, communications, 
radar and guidance phenomena to outer regions. 

The last item in the program is for construction of an adminis- 
tration building for Air Defense Systems Integration Division 
(ADSID) to house personnel connected with the various activities 
related to the air defense mission. The total requirement is 141,640 
square feet of which 76,800 square feet exist in eight Butler type 
buildings, leaving a deficit of 64,640 square feet. The requested 
item will satisfy 70 percent of the deficiency. 

The CuHatrman. Now we are eliminating the administrative office 


space. That would bring it down to $2,258,000. Now tell the com- . 


mittee about that. 

Mr. Kettenuer. Yes, sir. Also one other item. The administrative 
office space: There are now existing facilities, but a new function or 
activity is coming in there. They will be crowded concededly. How- 
ever, it appeared that they could continue to use this space at least 
temporarily. 
so, there is a reduction in the price of the solid physics labora- 

You would take $120,000 off it. I don’t believe the. Air Force 


A 
tory. 
objects to that item reduction. 
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Colonel Jackson. We certainly agree with that cost reduction. 
That reflects our latest estimates from the field on that particular fa- 
cility. But, Mr. Chairman, regarding this administrative office, I 
would like to point out first of all that this building will be the head- 
quarters of the Air Defense Systems Integration Division, a new or- 
ganization which is being formed to tie together all the various 
defense weapons—BOMARC and SAGE and what have you. 

At Hanscom they require administrative space of approximately 
142,000 feet. 

Now only 77,000 now exists. This 44,000 that we are asking for 
isn’t the full requirement. They are still going to be crowded even 
with this facility. 

Mr. Harpy. What are you using now? 

Colonel Jackson. The activity is still in the process of being or- 
ganized, Mr. Hardy. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. It hasn’t been organized. Without 
objection, the item is made $2,258,000. 

Mr. Keitiener. Page 234. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Fla.: Operations facilities, research, 
development, and test facilities, and real estate, $1,822,000. 


PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Patrick Air 
Force Base which includes $348,000 for Patrick and $1,474,000 for 
the Cape Canaveral Missile Test Annex and other auxiliary stations. 

Patrick Air Force Base is located approximately 2 miles south of 
Cocoa Beach, Fla., and will be used as the headquarters of the Air 
Force Missile Test Center. The total program requested for $1,822,000 
consists of six items as follows: 

The first item is for an electronics test shop at Patrick main base 
to provide calibration, maintenance, and repair of airborne electron- 
ics equipment in support of the IRBM and ICBM programs. The 
second item is for a guided-missile data collection radar station at 
Cape Canaveral, which will support the radar equipment used for 
precise tracking and is to be utilized with an existing system down 
range from Cape Canaveral. 

The third item is a guided-missile data collection equipment station 
to be located at Wideawake Field on Ascension Island. It will house 
an electro-optical tracker (infrared) and associated equipment needed 
to gather terminal trajectory data for the ICBM program. 

The fourth item is a guided-missile data collection radar station at 
Antigua Island test site. It is needed for missile range instrumenta- 
tion and tracking. 

The fifth and sixth items consist of a liquid-fuel loading and un- 
loading facility and supporting land at Williams Point, Fla. The 
facility is required for the safe handling of missile fuels to be used at 
Cape Canaveral. 

The CratrMan. Now we reduce down to $1,154,000, by deleting the 
fuel-loading facility. 

Mr. Harpy. Which one is that? 

The Cuarrman. Patrick Air Force Base. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Page 234. 

Mr. Harpy. That is not what my book shows. 
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Colonel Jackson. My book—— 

Mr. Gusser. My book shows from 225 to 255. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes. f 

Mr. Ketteuer. Yes; there are several succeeding pages that have 
details describing the major items such as this. One of the items, for 
example, is at Williams Point which is a loading and unloading fa- 
cility for the fuels used at Patrick. 

Mr. Wiuson. What is being eliminated? 

The Cuairman. Fuel-loading facility. 

Mr. Ke.iener. The first item is an electronics test shop. This 
facility to be used for the maintenance and equipment of chase air- 
craft. Those are the aircraft that chase air-breathing missiles. 
That activity is now being carried on down there without this addi- 
tional facility and it appeared to be a low priority item. That is 
the first one. 

The second one, which appears on page 242 of the book, is a loading 
and unloading facility at Williams Point, which is some distance 
from Cocoa, north of Canaveral. They are carrying on that activity 
at this location at the present time and although the Air Force con- 
tends it involves some danger, there is always danger in the handling 
of these fuels and, of course, one must consider that those trains are 
passing through other cities in the United States on their way there. 
It is a question of judgment. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to take 
these one at a time. 

Regarding the electronic test shop at Patrick, according to our 
records, they have nothing existing there to do this function. I am 
certain what they are actually doing is stealing or borrowing space 
from other activities in which to carry this on. It actually involves 
the maintenance and repair of the electronic gear in the aircraft that 
are used to observe and to chase various missiles that are fired from 
Cape Canaveral. 

Now, regarding this unloading facility at Williams Point, the fuel is 
now being unloaded at three separate points about 35 miles away. 
Any time this fuel is transferred, of course, it is an extremely dan- 
gerous proposition. 

If there is an explosion, of course, it would be extremely serious. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t think—— 

Colonel Jackson. This will provide a facility very close to Canav- 
eral, ina relatively isolated spot. 

Mr. Price. How much closer, Colonel ? 

Colonel Jackson. Just north of Canaveral, just a couple of miles. 

Mr. Harpy. 8 miles according to the book. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask him a question, Mr. Chairman? This is 
for the contractor. 

Colonel Jackson. Beg pardon ? 

Mr. Rrvers. This is for the contractor? This is for chase? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, the first item—the electronics facility ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. This is actually for Air Force activity. 

Mr. Rivers. I understood Mr. Kelleher to say it was for chase 
contract down there. 

Mr. Ketiener. No chase-type aircraft. 
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Mr. Rrvers. I see. 

Mr. Keviener. That is what they call them, the aircraft that chase 
missiles. 

The CHatrMan. In my opinion, it will not interfere at all with 
the efficient operation of your base there today by this small reduction 
in amount; isn’t that correct ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. Well, Mr. Chairman, it certainly is going to be a 
much more inefficient operation. I don’t think there is any question 
about it. 

General Dreyer. One is a calculated risk we are taking and the 
other one will affect our operation. 

Mr. Price. General, how do you haul the fuel from the present 
unloading base? 

Colonel Jackson. They are using tank trucks. 

Mr. Price. Truck? 

Colonel Jackson. Tank trucks. 

Mr. Price. You have pretty hazardous roads in that area ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

Mr. Price. You have narrow roads and narrow bridges. 

I wouldn’t want to be involved in any responsibility on this. This 
appears to me to be a safety factor. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then we will let it stand at $1,822,000. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. Where do they get the figure on the 
purchase of land there, a little over $600 in Florida? 

Colonel Payne. That is based on an appraisal made by the Jack- 
sonville district engineer, sir. The highest and best uses of the land 
is for residential purposes. However, it has not been developed as 

et. 
i Mr. Bates. You sure you didn’t leave a cipher off that ? 

Colonel Payne. Sir? 

Mr. Bares. You are sure it is not 6,000 instead of 600? 

Colonel Payne. No, sir. This is based on an appraisal. There 
are no improvements in the area and we feel that this is a realistic 

rice. 
F The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bates. I want to see that one. 

Mr. Durwam. Wait a while. Have you bought the land yet? I 
see you have 107 acres of land. 

Colonel Jackson. This is a request for authority to buy it, Mr. 
Durham. 

Colonel Payne. This is a request for authority to buy the land, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will clear that up later on. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, let me explore this a little bit. 

When you put this loading point in there you have now many miles 
to haul this fuel ? 

— Jackson. I think it is about 6 miles, Mr. Hardy, 6 or 7 
miles. 

Mr. Harpy. You go through populated areas then? 

Colonel Jackson. I believe it is so situated that there is a minimum 
of that type of thing, Mr. Hardy, for that area, 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to have to build a new road from this 
facility into Cape Canaveral ? 
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Colonel Jackson. No, sir. There is no road contemplated in this 
project. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you already got railroad facilities at the point 
where you plan to put these unloading facilities ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. A part of this project here involves 
putting a railroad spur in. That is 

Mr. Harpy. Where is that listed in the book ? 

Colonel Jackson. On page 243, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Why do you have—— 

Mr. Bennett. Both of us want to ask why do you have to have a 
spur so far away from the facility? Why can’t you run a spur right 
into the base, like you do at most bases ? 

Colonel Jackson. Colonel Stewart, do you have any further in- 
formation on that one? 

Colonel Stewart. There is a matter of the inland waterway down 
there, sir, and a spur going across there, I understand, involves build- 
as railroad bridge. 

he CuarrMan. Well let’s let the item stand at what it is presented 
in the bill, members of the committee. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Wait a,minute—excuse me, go ahead. 

Mr. Duruam. They said that is in a very isolated place. I was look- 
ing at the cost of the land. 

The CuarrMan. Well, that will be gone into by Mr. Philbin’s com- 
mittee. The mere authorization here, in the setting aside of money in 
the bill, doesn’t mean that that is what is going to be agreed to. 

General Dreyer. No, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, could I clarify some of these land items, I think 
perhaps with a general statement ? 

The Cuarrman. That is right, 

General Dreyer. The acreage that we have in this present program 
throughout is what we feel has to be obtained for this particular struc- 
ture or facility. The costing is the best cost we have at this particular 
time, generally supplied by the Corps of Engineers in a preliminary 
appraisal of the land. 

Before we actually purchase the land, however, we first have to get 
the clearance of this committee. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Dreyer. And at that time we have a refined appraisal of 
the land. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Dreyer. We can’t fully investigate it at this time because 
wt Raa would then know what we are going to do about the purchase 
of land. 

Mr. Durnam. When you publish it in this book, everybody in 
Florida knows what the price is. 

The CHarRMAN. Without objection, we let this item stand at 
$1,822,000. 

Read Sacramento Peak—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, on that one there is ust one thing I 
wanted to check on. 

_ The reason I raised the question about the railroad spur is the ques- 
tion of whether or not you are going to be back up here next year to 
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tell us you didn’t include something that you should have, and instead 
of the $210,000 here you will wind up with a $1 million cost for this 
facility. From what you got in here, it looks to me like a mile of 
railroad, and also some road paving, is going to have to be constructed. 
You have highways involved. If the railroad spur is included in here 
I don’t see how you can do it at this figure. I will just gamble with 
you—you will be back up here and this will expand from $210,000 up to 
$1 million. : 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Let’s take the next item. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 245. 

Sacramento Peak upper air research site, Alamogordo, N. Mex.: 
Research, development, and test facilities, and utilities, $616,000. 


SACRAMENTO PEAK 


Colonel Jackson. The last location to be considered in the Air Re- 
search and Development Command is Sacramento Peak, located at: 
Cloudcroft, N. Mex. The planned use of this site is for solar research 
to develop methods for predicting sun induced geophysical disturb- 
ances. The program contains a request for $616,000 for the following 
items : 

The first item is for a science laboratory solar observatory dome 
wherein research and development work will be undertaken relating 
to solar emission and its effects upon the earth. 

The second item requested is for electric power needed to provide 
reliable power at this isolated mountaintop location for various scien- 
tific projects presently under development. The existing 60-kilowatt 
plant is inadequate and is subject to frequent breakdown in service. 

The last item for Sacramento Peak is for rehabilitation of a 16- 
mile road to the top of the mountain from the nearest town. 

The Cratrman. We find that that is in accordance with all the 
facts from my viewpoint. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, I am happy to say on the next 
seven or eight or nine items, Air Training Command, we find that 
they are all warranted and justified from the facts set out in the book. 

So I ask that Mr. Kelleher read them all off. Go ahead now and 
read them off for the record. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir; Air Training Command. 

Colonel Jackson. The mission of the Air Training Command is to 
provide flying training leading to an aeronautical rating; aircrew 
training; basic and advanced technical training leading to an Air 
Force specialty; basic military training; mobile training; and such 
other training as may be directed by the Chief of Staff, USAF. This 
program contains a request for $15,946,000 for Air Training Com- 
mand and provides facilities at nine locations. 

Included in the above total is $11,189,000 which provides facilities 
for the basic Air Training Command mission. Facilities are also 
included to accommodate SAC missions totaling $2,794,000, and an 
Air Defense Command mission for $1,963,000. 

Mr. Keviener. 250 in the book. Amarillo Air Force Base, Ama- 
rillo, Tex. Training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, and utilities, $1,828,0000. , 
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AMARILLO AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The first Air Training Command installation to 
be considered is Amarillo Air Force Base, located 11 miles east of 
the city of Amarillo, Tex. The planned use of this base is for a 
technical training and a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mis- 
sion. The total program requested amounts to $1,828,000, It in- 
volves the following items: 

The first item is a technical training building and will provide 
training space for airframe repair courses, together with environ- 
mental control of work areas for planned missile courses. 

The next four items for Strategic Air Command comprise an en- 
wine inspection and repair shop, a jet test stand, a ground-powered 
oo ge shop, and a multicubicle storage magazine. 

The last item is for replacement of four existing elevated water 
storage tanks which have deteriorated beyond economical repair and 
are in the way of the runway now under construction. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 257. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex.: Operational facili- 
ties, $216,000. 

JAMES CONNALLY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is James 
Connally Air Force Base. It is located 1 mile north-northwest of 
Lakeview, Tex. The planned use of James Connally Air Force Base 
is for navigational radar interceptor training and primary basic navi- 
gator training. The program requested for James Connally involves 
one item amounting to $216,000. This item is for an addition to the 
RAPCON Center required for operation of a full radar approach 
facility for joint use of FAA/USAF. The expansion of equipment 
space is needed to allow implementation for every communication 
» ashin used by RAPCON. 


Mr. Ketiener. Page 259. Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex. : Training facilities and utilities, $1,307,000. 


LACKLAND AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Lackland Air 
Force Base. It is located 8 miles east-northeast of San Antonio, Tex. 
The planned use is for a basic military technical training and officer 
candidate school. The program requested for this base totals $1,307,- 
000 for two projects. The first item is for a technical training build- 
ing required for training airmen to operate and repair electronic 
cryptographic devices. The second item is for a water well required 
to replace an existing well that has failed to produce its desired 
capacity. 

he CuatrMAN. One minute now. 

Mr. Kipay. I would like to ask some questions with reference to 
this, Mr. Chairman. I notified the Director of Air Installations that 
I wanted to develop some facts. 

The book indicates that authorization not yet in inventory is $13,- 
318,000. Can you tell me what that is? 

Colonel Epmonps. You want me to try to answer? 

General Dreyer. Yes. 
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Colonel EpMonps. Mr. Kilday, those figures are as of last June 30. 

Now I don’t have an absolutely accurate current figure, but the only 
item that I show at present that hasn’t gone into inventory is the hos- 
pital addition, of a little under $4 million. So I think that figure 
currently would be reduced to just about $4 million. 

Mr. Kixpay. Then practically the only authorization is the hos- 
pital addition which is under construction ? 

Colonel Epmonps. It is underway, yes, sir; and it won’t be com- 
pleted until the fourth quarter—— 

Mr. Kitpay. Back in about 1951 you instituted a program of build- 
ing new dormitory type barracks there? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir, we did. 

Mr. Kitpay. How many of those do you have, do you know? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

In the 1951 program we have built 10,125. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is that 10,000? 

Colonel EpMonps. Men. 

General Dreyer. Spaces. 

Colonel EpmMonps. Spaces for that many men. 

And in another program in the same year, 1,725 additional. 

Mr. Kizpay. And that leaves how many World War II type? 


Colonel EpMonps. What was that question, sir? 

Mr. Kitpay. How many World War II type does that leave at the 
base ? 

Colonel Epmonps. I don’t have that figure. 

Colonel Jackson. Our records, Mr. Kilday, indicate that there is 
existing there right now, of the mobilization type, of about 11,700 


spaces. 
: Now I would like to point out, Mr. Kilday, that according to our 
calculations their requirement for housing is almost 18,000. 

Now as Colonel Edmonds points out, there are either there or under 
construction around 12,000 now. So that means they need to replace, 
if you will, around 6,000 additional. 

Mr. Kirpay. You said 18,000 is the requirement ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. For a personnel of 27,000 and anticipated personnel of 
28,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. That is based on a criteria figure that 
we use of 60 percent of the permanent party requiring housing and 
100 percent of the students. 

Mr. Kirpay. 100 percent of the students? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. But you have more than 18,000 students. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, this is based on our latest calculations of 
projected strengths for that installation. 

Mr. Kizpay. But the projected strength is increasing, not de- 
creasing. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, 28,960. 

Mr. Kizpay. Of course, this is the one indoctrination center, All 
recruits of the Air Force come through here. This is their first 
impression. , 

Has there been any survey made of the condition of those World 
War II barracks? 
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Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 
The base came in this year and asked for around 4,000 spaces. We 
at the Air Force level approved and proposed to the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense around 2,000. But they could not see fit to 
apErore them this year because—— 

r. Kirpay. The Air Force approved 2,000? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. At what cost? What would that 2,000 spaces have 
cost ? 

Colonel Jackson. As I recall it was about $4 million. 

Mr. Kutpay. $4 million? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kipay. And they have requested 4,000. The cost of that 
would have been exactly doubled ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, roughly. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now the 4,000, I take it, had been approved through 
the Training Command ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. To Air Force Headquarters? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Air Force Headquarters cut it in half? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Who cut the other? 

Colonel Jackson. The Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to offer anything at this time but I 
would like to reserve the right—this is the first time I have gotten 
this information—if I decide to go back to this item. 

The Cuarrman. This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Kirpay. Not always, Mr. Chairman. I think one or two have 
gotten by. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. That doesn’t necessarily follow. They came before 
our subcommittee this last week and said “We brought up all the 
armories that the Brooks Committee put in the armory construction 
bill last year for Reserves and National Guard.” 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, I haven’t decided whether or not I am 
going to offer an amendment. I will always live in hopes that we 
might do better. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, are we considering all this batch in one 
lump? 

The CuarrMan. We are reading them out. I made the statement 
that in examining them I found that in my judgment they warranted 
the amount of money asked for in each one of these instances. 

Allright. Mr. Kelleher, start back at the beginning. 

Mr. Harpy. He can go ahead and read them. I won’t have the 
time to go through them like this anyway. 

But I do observe a couple of questions, in taking them as a whole, 
and there are two general areas that seem to me to be of some 
significance. 

Now, in most of these cases you have some substantial increases in 
number of people, which raises a question in my mind, Does that 
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mean you are closing other stations and that you are going to have 
facilities that are going to be abandoned ? 

General Dreyer. We have no indication at this particular time, sir, 
that bases are going to be closed. How far you are looking ahead— 
we can’t make any predictions in many years to come. 

Mr. Harpy. General, I don’t know what is happening here. I saw 
one nig that it looks to me you were increasing by about 10,000 
neople. 
he Cuarrman. Which base is that ? 

Mr. Harpy. I am trying to find it now. 

Mr. Price. While he is looking for it, are you making any large- 
scale transfers, of troops and students ? 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, Mr. Kelleher, and start all over again 
at Amarillo. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask while Mr. Hardy is 
looking that matter up. 

Are you making any wholesale transfer of troops or students from 
any base within the Training Command to some of these other bases? 

Generai Dreyer. Not tomy knowledge; no, sir. 

The CHairmMaNn. Now, Mr Kelleher, start Air Training Command. 

Mr. KeuieHer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. I would like to have an answer to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. He said he didn’t know. 

Mr. Price. I think Mr. Arends would also be interested in that. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. See if you can give the answer to the question. 

Mr. Arenps. General, can I ask a question right there on this Air 
Training Command. Chanute Field is not in my district, but I notice 
there is not any request there at this time. Are we in such fine shape? 
If so, Iam glad we are. 

But I know some requests have been made, but there is nothing in 
here for Chanute Air Force Base. I repeat it is not in my district. 

Colonel Jackson. Which base? 

Mr. Ke.LeHeR. Chanute. 

Mr. Arenpbs. Are we in such fine shape out there we have to do 
nothing? If we are, it is wonderful. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. There are a number of facilities that are 
needed at Chanute; but, as General Rreyer pointed out, this program 
has been compressed and compressed to where at the present time 
we do not have anything in here for Chanute. 

General Dreyer. I think the statement that was brought out in 
connection with Lackland is a good indication of how we have com- 
pressed our program, sir. 

Mr. ARENps. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. ARENDs. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Is the Air Force making any transfer of any activity 
from Chanute to any other base? 

Mr. Arenps. Let me say there is room 

General Dreyer. I would say no to that, but I would like to have 
a confirmation of that. 

[ Confers. } 
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General Dreyer. I think I can safely say no on that; we are not 
transferring any activity out of Chanute. _ y 

Mr. Prics. You are not planning on closing out or transferring any 
activity there? 

Genera] Dreyer. No. 

Colonel Jackson. As a matter of fact, Chanute is going to be one 
of the missile training centers. Missile training is scheduled for there. 

The Cuarrman. Now start at Amarillo. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. Page 250 in the book. 

The CHamrman. Members, 250 in the book. 

Mr. Keuiener. Yes, sir. Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Tex. : 
“Training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
utilities, $1,828,000.” 

Mr. Harpy. You show a projected increase of 4,000 men there. 
You show a projected increase at Lowry of 6,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Harpy. Now where are they coming from? You are certainly 
not increasing your total Air Force personnel, are you ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So then you must be reducing somewhere else? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right, Mr. Hardy. There have been a 
number of base closures, I think most of them have been announced. 
As a matter of fact, I think they have all been announced. 

Mr. Harpy. You mean they have already been accomplished ? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, they have been either accomplished or are 
in the process. 

The CHairman. Can you give the committee—— 

Colonel: Jackson. I would like to mention in regard to the person- 
nel strength increase that you are talking about—— 

The Cuatrman. Can you advise the committee the bases that have 
been closed in the last 6 months? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. In the training command? 

Colonel Jackson. I haven’t it at my fingertips, Mr. Chairman. We 
can certainly insert it for the record. 

The Cuatrman. You get that and put it in the record ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

(This information appears later in this volume.) 

The Cuairman. Because the point raised by Mr. Hardy is absolutely 
correct. If you are increasing the personnel, it comes from some other 
base. Therefore, it naturally follows you are closing some installation 
somewhere. 

Mr. Price. Not only that, but are they planning on deactivating 
or phasing out any activity at any of these bases that would result 
in such transfer? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, make that of all the commands. Not 
only the training command, but all the commands. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is what bothers me. On this Amarillo case: That 
is just the first one and not as significant as some of the others. 

But you have a $214 million request for authorization at Amarillo. 
You are going to have a 4,000 increase in the students in training 
there apparently. 
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Now are you going to deactivate some other facilities and spend $2 
million here and are we saving anything by it? _ ; 

General Dreyer. Mr. Hardy, most of these increases at our train- 
ing command bases that you are citing are due entirely to the missile 
program, We have to train our missile crews and personnel. I think 
that accounts for, if not all, the major portion of the increases you 
are talking about. uch. sb 

Mr. Harpy. If you are training missile crews, you ought to be re- 
ducing the number you are training in aircraft operation, aren’t you? 

General Dreyer. Sir, we are reducing our aircraft operations, that 
is true, but we still have to train aircraft maintenance crews and 
armament electronics crews, just as we told you before. 

Mr. Harpy. Your total numbers in training, General, ought not to 
be any bigger now than they were last year. Is that right or am I 
wrong ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr, Hardy, may I also mention at Amarillo— 

Mr. Harpy. I am not talking about Amarillo, particularly, Colonel. 

Colonel Jackson. I understand. 

Mr. Harpy. I am talking about the whole general trend. 


Colonel Jackson. But I think there is a point to be made in regard 


to Amarillo. Amarillo is one of the SAC dispersal bases and by 
virtue of that, as you know, we are dispersing SAC to a number of 
bases, 
Mr. Harpy. Yes; every time we run into trouble on one of these 
things, it is another—SAC dispersal bases brought in. 
olonel Jackson. There are quite a few of them, Mr. Hardy. 
The Cuarrman. You get this information—what you propose, or 


what has closed. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If you can give us any information or what study 
warrants you in saying this next fiscal year you probably will close. 

Mr. Kitpay. On this phase, Is there more than a normal amount 
of retraining going on because of the missile program? In other 
words, men who had been previously trained in an aircraft specialty 
are now being retrained for missiles ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. They would be trained into another 
activity. There would undoubtedly be a number of people. 

Mr. Kitpay. So the men who had formerly been in one of the 
operational commands? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kipay. And who perhaps are completing their training 
therein as far as range goes, have now been taken out of those com- 
mands and put in the training command for retraining ? 

General Drerer. That is correct, sir. They would be taken from 
one specialist rating and transferred into training for missile activi- 
ties. 
Mr. Kirpay. Which would temporarily at least increase the per- 
sonnel in the training command ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Carman. Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. St. Georce. Mr. Chairman, I would also like them to show 
not only what they are deactivating but where they are cutting down. 
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I happen to know they are making considerable cuts in certain 

places and I think we ought to know about them. 

Mr. Rivers. Will the —— 

The CHamrman. Wait a minute. Can you get that information? 
Try to get that information and bring it up here Monday morning. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, if Mrs. St. George would yield? 

Also when you plan to deactivate a base, indicate where that activ- 
ity will be transferred, too. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You understand it. 

Now go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. Page 257. James Connally Air Force 
Base, Waco, Tex. : Operational facilities, $216,000. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that is approved. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 259. Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex.: Training facilities, and utilities, $1,307,000. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 262. Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colo. : 
Operational facilities, $405,000. 


LOWRY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is situated | 
mile southeast of Denver, Colo. The planned use of this base is for 
a technical training headquarters and missile wing for Strategic Air 
Command. The program requested for Lowry Air Force Base 
amounts to $405,000. This amount involves the construction of two 

rojects for Strategic Air Command comprising a telephone exchange 

uilding needed to support increased requirements of SAC and other 
base units and provisions of telephone ducts and cable between the 
Base Communications Center and the proposed missile support area 
of Lowry Air Force Base. 

The Cuaimrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 265. Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
Calif.: Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community fa- 
cilities, $1,598,000. 

MATHER AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Mather 
Air Force Base, located 12 miles east of Sacramento, Calif. The 
planned use of this base is for navigator training and a Strategic Air 
Command bomber mission. The program requested for Mather Air 
Force Base totals $1,598,000 and it involves six items. Five of these 
items are in support of the Strategic Air Command mission. They 
are standard Strategic Air Command requirements. Nothing exists 
at Mather that can fill these requirements, hence new construction is 
required. The facilities include an engine inspection and repair 
shop, jet test stand, armament and electronics shop, ground-powered 
equipment shop and a multicubicle storage magazine. 

Also included is an item for an open mess NCO building to replace 
an unusable World War II structure which is beyond economical 
repair. 
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In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 230 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The CHarMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Ketirner. Page 272. Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Tex.: 
Maintenance facilities, $408,000. 


PERRIN AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Perrin 
Air Force Base located 5 miles north-northwest of Sherman, Tex. 
The planned use of this base is for fighter interceptor combat crew 
training and for intercept instructors. The program requested for 
Perrin amounts to $408,000 and it will provide one item. This item 
is for an armament and electronics shop for support of programed 
Century series aircraft armament and electronic systems, and radar 
and automatic pilot maintenance. 

The CHamman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 274. Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita 
Falls, Tex.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply fa- 
cilities, and hospital facilities, $7,741,000. 


SHEPPARD AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Sheppard Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered and it is situated 3 miles:north of Wichita Falls, Tex. 
The planned use of this base is for technical training and for a 
Strategic Air Command heavy bomber unit. The program requested 
amounts to $7,741,000. The items involved include the following: 

The first item is a base communications building required to house 
telephone switchboards and related communications lines and will 
replace a World War II structure which is beyond economical repair. 

The next three items are standard requirements for Strategic Air 
Command. Nothing exists at Sheppard that can fill these require- 
ments, hence new construction is requested. The facilities include 
an aircraft field maintenance shop, an aircraft inspection and repair 
shop and a multicubicle storage magazine. 

The last item is a hospital to replace a structure constructed in 1941 
on a war emergency basis. 

Mr. Kewirner. A hospital is there, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, a hospital. 

Now tell us about that. 

Mr. ArEnps. How much is that hospital ? 

Colonel Jackson. 6 million, 9. 

Mr. Arenps. 6 million, 9? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Is it to replace another one, or what? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; it is essentially replacement. It is a 
300-bed on a 500-bed chassis hospital. 

Mr. Arenps. How much does a hospital like that cost per bed? 

Colonel Jackson. Per man? 

Mr. Arenps. Per bed. 
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Colonel Jackson. Do you have the per-bed cost? Colonel Car- 
michael? 

The Cuamman. How much per bed? 

General Dreyer. About 23. : J 

Mr. Arenps. I am just trying to figure out what it costs in com- 
parison, for example, with the Hill-Burton Act. 

Mr. Kexxieuer. It has been 20,000 to 24,000, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. What? 

Mr. Kewiener. Regularly 20,000 to 24,000. ; 

General Dreyer. This is about $23,000, the way this figures out. 

The CuHamrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. Read 
the next one. Vance. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 280. Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Okla. : Op- 
erational facilities, $250,000. 


VANCE AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next location is Vance Air Force Base, situ- 
ated 3 miles south-southwest of Enid, Okla. The planned use of this 
base is for basic single-engine pilot training. The program amounts 
to $250,000. It includes the following item: 

Replacement of approach lighting at the south end of the primary 
runway to provide new configuration of lights to ps ag the visua! 
approach and landing of aircraft in the interest of safety, operational 


capability, and efficiency of aircraft operations at this base. 
n addition, authorization is requested for construction of 170 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 


VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The CHarrMAN. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 282. Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex. : 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities, ground im- 
provements, and real estate, $2,193,000. 


WEBB AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Webb Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered and it is situated 2 miles southwest of Big Spring, Tex. 
The planned use of Webb Air Force Base is for basic pilot training 
and an ADC fighter mission. The program requested for Webb 
amounts to $2,193,000. The majority of the items in this request 
totaling $1,963,000 are required to support the air defense fighter unit 
scheduled for deployment to this location. 

The facilities requested are all deficiencies and cannot be satisfied 
by the use of any existing facilities. The facilities in this category 
include a 1,000-foot extension to the parallel runway; an aircraft 
weapons calibration shelter ; an armament and electronics shop; a road, 
and land items in connection with the parallel runways. Other items 
at Webb include acquisition of land for clearance easement at the 
south end of the north-south parallel runway and hazard removal of 
earth at the south end of the primary instrument runway to correct 
a perilous condition to both aircraft and student pilot training per- 
sonnel at this installation. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, that item is approved. 
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Now that approves all that is requested for the Air Training 
Command. 

Now bring back the information Monday morning, that the various 
members have requested you to obtain. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. 

Now go to Air University. 


AIR UNIVERSITY COMMAND 


General Dreyer. The mission of the Air University Command is 
to prepare officers for command of large Air Force units, wings, 
group, and squadrons, and for staff duties appropriate to those com- 
mand positions and to provide education to meet the scientific re- 
quirements of the Air Force. This program contains a request for 
$2,306,000 and provides facilities at two locations. 

Included within the Air University Command total program is 
one facility for the Air Defense Command SAGE mission at one 
location totaling $281,000. The remainder of the program is com- 
posed of items to satisfy the basic Air University mission. 

Mr. Ketiener. Gunter Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.: Ad- 
ministrative facilities and troop housing, $1,915,000. 


GUNTER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The first location to be considered is Gunter Air 
Force Base. This base is located approximately 6 miles northeast of 
Montgomery, Ala. Its planned use is for the School of Aviation 
Medicine, a field printing plant, extension courses, and an Air De- 
fense Command SAGE mission. The program being requested at 
Gunter AFB amounts to $1,915,000. 

The first item will provide for a wing headquarters building for 
the ADC SAGE mission. All existing administrative space at this 
base is used in support of the air university mission. This facility 
will accommodate a total of 104 administrative personnel assigned 
to the SAGE Direction Center. 

The next item is airmen dormitories. The requirement at Gunter 
is for 2,334 spaces; 842 spaces exist in 21 old temporary buildings. 
Only 400 permanent spaces are available. This request for 600 spaces 
will provide an increment toward satisfying the overall deficiency. 

The last item is a dining hall for airmen which is necessary for the 
support of the new dormitories. Only one permanent dining hall 
with a capacity of 1,000 men is available at this base to serve the 
2,334 assigned airmen. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. KevieHer. Page 297. Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, 


Ala.: Operational facilities, $391,000. 


MAXWELL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location is Maxwell Air Force Base. 
This base is located approximately 1 mile west of Montgomery, Ala. 
Its planned use is for the Air University headquarters, Air War Col- 
lege, Air Command and Staff School, Research Studies Institute, and 





AF ROTC headquarters. The program being requested at Maxwell 
AFB involves two items amounting to $391,000. 

The first item will provide an instrument landing facility. This 
navigational aid will provide the base with the capability to conduct 
instrument checks and proficiency training as well as normal instru- 
ment landing procedures at this base. There is no ILS facility at 
this base at the present time. 

The other item will provide for the replacement of a fire station. 
The existing two-stall fire station is an extremely substandard struc- 
ture and is too small for housing the large firefighting apparatus 
assigned to this base. 

The Cuatrman. Now we reduce that down to $114,000-—— 

Mr. Ketiener. That is a fire station, sir. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is a fire station here today. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that at 
Maxwell they have assigned right now approximately 12 pieces of 
firefighting equipment. 

The existing fire station is only a two-stall fire station. In other 
words, it could only possibly house two pieces of equipment and the 
thing was built so long ago and is so small that it is very difficult 
to get even any of the new type equipment in it. 

The Cuatrman. Then would you say as it exists today you are 
practically without any fire protection down there ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir; you are not without fire protection, but 
your equipment must stand out in the open. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you have very fine weather down in Mont- 
gomery. [Laughter. |] 

It does not rain much. You do not have fogs. 

You have the equipment, haven’t you ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; the equipment is there. 

The Cuatrman. Now you want to build a firehouse? 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

The Cuamrman. You have other firehouses there to take care of 
other types of fire machinery ? 

Colonel Jackson. This is the existing fire station, a two-stall job. 

The Cuarrman. Now, of course, that is sort of pinpointing it pretty 
close. You ought—all machinery should be protected from the 
weather. I try to protect my tractors and everything else. 

Without objection, the item of $391,000 stands in the bill. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, would you permit me to go back to 
Andrews Air Force Base a minute? 

General, could I ask you about Andrews Air Force Base? I know 
of no objection I have to it. 

The Cuarrman. We haven’t got down to it. 

Mr. Arenps. An authorization of 21 million—— 

The Cuarrman. We haven’t come to that. 

Mr. Arenps. I thought you had. Excuse me. 

The Cuarrman. Now read Headquarters Command. 


HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


General Dreyrr. The mission of the Headquarters Command is to 
provide proficiency flying, training, housekeeping, and support of 
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U.S. Air Force personnel in the Washington area. Specifically, this 
command provides administrative and logistic support for the USAF 
Headquarters Squadron, for those Air Force units stationed within 
the Washington area where inherent organizational structure does not 
permit other support, and such other missions as may be directed by 
the Chief of Staff, USAF. This program contains a request, for 
$21,810,000 for Headquarters Command and provides facilities at one 
location, primarily to allow the moving of combat readiness training 
(CRT) and special air mission (SAM) activities from Bolling Air 
Force Base to Andrews Air Force Base, 

Mr. Ketitrner. Page 301. Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, 
Md.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
community facilities, utilities, and real estate, $21,810,000. 


ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The only headquarters command installation to 
be considered is Andrews Air Force Base located 1 mile east of Camp 
Springs, Md. The planned use of this base is for Headquarters of 
Air Research and Development Command, two air transport squad- 
rons for special missions, District of Columbia Air National Guard 
activities, Air Reserve flying center, Air Defense Command fighter 
mission and combat ready training flying. The total program re- 
quested for Andrews amounts to $21,810,000. This program con- 
sists of the following items: 

The first item provides for the construction of two high-speed turn- 
off taxiways to reduce runway occupancy time for landing aircraft 
increasing the runway capacity for handling the large number of 
planes utilizing this base. 

The next item provides aircraft parking apron for the parking of 
aircraft which are scheduled to move to Andrews from Bolling Air 
Force Base and Air Force planes being displaced on Andrews AFB 
by the new Navy mission on the east side of the base. 

The next item provides five additional warmup holding pads which 
are required to handle the traffic volume of mixed jet and conven- 
tional type aircraft utilizing both runways. 

The next item for an aircraft washrack is needed to provide part 
of the aircraft washing facilities required to support approximately 
350 U.S. Air Force aircraft deployed to this base. 

A base communication building is needed to adequately house an 
8,000-line telephone exchange, including teletype and cryptographic 
activities. The existing structure is inadequate in scope and will 
revert to Headquarters ARDC for administrative space when this 
project is constructed. 

The next two items for semimobile GCA and ILS facility will in- 
crease the operational safety of any type of aircraft under varying 
weather conditions, day or night. 

The next item for approach lights on both the south and north ends 
of the primary runway is required for safe and efficient operation of 
any type of aircraft using this installation. 

The present base operations building is improperly located, is of 
temporary construction, and will be razed to allow apron construc- 
tion to proceed. The programed base operations building will con- 
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sist of 13,000 square feet, plus a 6,000-square-foot transient alert main- 
tenance facility designed to handle 2,700 transient aircraft per month. 

The next item for an air passenger terminal, in conjunction with 
the base operations and transient alert facility, is needed to take care 
of 285 passengers, an excess of 4 tons of freight per day, plus a 
heavy volume of mail, preparation of an average 300 inflight iunches, 
and stored freight between flights. 

The next item for a field maintenance hangar is necessary to accom- 
modate the expected increase in field maintenance for the aircraft 
deployed to this base. There are no facilities available that can be 
utilized for this purpose. 

The next item for an organizational maintenance hangar is re- 
quired to provide hangar and shop space for 19 aircraft assigned to 
the on jay’ Md Transport Command, which was previously accom- 
plished at Bolling Air Force Base, but now scheduled to move to 
Andrews Air Force Base. 

The next item for two organizational maintenance hangars are in 
direct support of part of the aircraft assigned to the air base wing 
on this installation. The requirement for this facility arises from 
the directed movement of aircraft from Washington National Air- 
port, Bolling Air Force Base and Anacostia Naval Air Station. Cur- 
rent] only 173,359 square feet exist or are programed at Andrews 


for this function with a deficiency of 217,366 square feet now existing. 
The 134,460-square-foot hangar will provide an increment toward 
satisfying this deficiency. 

The next item for a base warehouse is needed to provide space for 
receiving, inspecting, storing, accounting, packing, and shopping of 


50,000 line items, worth approximately $7.5 million. 

The next item is for replacement of an open mess NCO which will 
be razed to make way for construction of a parallel runway included 
in a previous program. An estimated 1,700 airmen and Navy person- 
nel will utilize this facility, and is needed to accommodate the cur- 
rently scheduled personnel at this base. 

The next item for an electric substation is needed to provide ade- 
quate electric power to accommodate the current base expansion. 

The next item is an addition to the heating plant. The requirement 
is 8,992 horsepower, with 5,092 horsepower either existing or under 
construction, leaving a deficit of 3,900 horsepower. The requested 
1,000 horsepower will provide an increment toward satisfaction of 
the requirement. 

The next item will provide an addition to an existing sanitary 
treatment and disposal plant and will complete the known require- 
ments for this facility based on scheduled strengths. 

A road project is required to provide for the relocation of the 
north perimeter road resulting from the construction of a parallel 
runway approved in a previous program; it will also correct certain 
areas on the north side of the base as well as other facilities cur- 
rently programed. 

The last three items consist of land items. The fee purchase item 
will provide the land for installation of approach lights systems at 
three ends of the north-south parallel runways; the land easement 
clearance item will permit removal of mg | obstacles at both the 
north and south ends of the north-south parallel runway, land ease- 
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ment right-of-way is required for utility lines, communications and 
access roads to the ILS facilities in this program. 

The CuatrMan. Now we are eliminating there what? 

Mr. Ketiener. We are cutting down on the cost of a road and I 
believe there is no objection from the Air Force. 

The Cuarrman. Eliminate the road, and it will be $21,357,000. 

Mr. Keviener. The road stays in, but at a lower cost. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Colonel Jackson. We agree to that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. You are not eliminating the road, are you, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

The CuHarrmMan. No. 

Colonel Jackson. Cost reduction. 

The Cuatrman. The next is Military Air Transport Service. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE (ZI) 


General Dreyer. The mission of the Military Air Transport Service 
is to provide: (1) Airlift required in support of joint war plans; 
(2) scheduled airlift for the Department of Defense within the conti- 
nental United States, between the continental United States and over- 
sea areas, and between and within oversea areas as directed by higher 
authority; (3) worldwide air transport, air weather, airways, and air 
communications and air rescue service systems; (4) flight service 


within the Zone of Interior; (5) organizations and training of air 
resupply and communications services; (6) supervision and control 
and maintenance of primary facilities required for performing its 


assigned mission; and (7) theater jurisdiction in oversea areas where 
MATS units are stationed but which are outside the jurisdiction of 
any theater commander. This program contains a request for $3,- 
617,000 for Military Air Transport Movies and provides facilities at 
five locations, 

Included within the Military Air Transport Service total program 
are facilities for Air Defense missions costing $853,000 at two bases 
and facilities for SAC tanker missions at two bases, costing $284,000. 
The remainder of the program is composed of items to satisfy the basic 
MATS operational requirements. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 326. Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, 
S.C.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and community 
facilities, $822,000. 

CHARLESTON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The first of these stations is Charleston Air Force 
Base. It is located 5 miles northwest of North Charleston, S.C. 

The planned use of this base is an aerial port of embarkation for 
Military Air Transport Service squadrons having both troop and 
cargo airlift missions. It also has Air Defense Command fighter and 
missile missions. 

The program proposed for this station totals $822,000. Two of the 
items provide flying safety facilities and include a paved overrun for 
the southeast end of the primary instrument runway and modification 
of the approach lighting system at the northwest approach end of the 
primary instrument runway to conform to Air Force flying safety re- 
quirements. The next three items provide facilities in the mainte- 
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nance category. These items are an aircraft weapons calibration 
shelter, an armament and electronics shop in support of the Air De- 
fense Command mission, and a refueling vehicle shop to support the 
normal base mission. The remaining item requested is for construc- 
tion of an educational wing to the existing base chapel. 

[Chorus of “Mr. Chairman”. ] 

The Cuartrman. Order. 

Mr. Arenps. We got by Andrews Field without my getting a ques- 
tion in. First I was ahead and now I am behind. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Ketitener. Excuse me. 

Mr. Arenps. I want to get in the middle here. 

The Cuamrman. Order. 

Mr. ArENps. When we spend approximately $22 million at Andrews 
Air Force Base—and I have no objection, 1 mean, if it is necessary 
to do this—will this give us a field that is as comparable in every 
respect to any kind of a field that is necessary for the military? In 
other words, I am talking about our now inadequate facilities down 
here now at Bolling and National Airport. 

Mr. Rivers. Anacostia. 

Mr. Arenps. What are we poing to have here when we finish, with 
$22 million expenditure of funds out here at Andrews Air Force 
Base? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Arends, last year’s program you may recall 
had a substantial amount in it to begin to expand Andrews Air Force 
Base to take the mission that is now at Washington National and 
also at Bolling. : ; 

This program you see before you today is the followon increment. 
Last year the essential items that were provided were a new runway, 
some parking apron, a couple of hangars and things of that nature. 

This year you are getting some more apron and some more hangars 
and some of the behind-the-line facilities, as we call them. 

We feel that this increment here will pretty well put us in business. 

Now, that is not to say that next year there won’t be a require- 
ment for some more facilities. But we don’t visualize anything of 
this magnitude. We feel this will put them in business, They will 
be able to operate. 

The CHairman, All right. 

Mr. Srratrron. Mr. Chairman 

Mr, Krrentn. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuareman. Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Kircuin. In line with the question of Mr. Arends, I see you 
have a requirement here to increase your authorization some $101, 
million. Following the line of questioning of Mr. Arends, approxi- 
mately what does that consist of? 

Colonel Jackson. They have a requirement. The big portion of 
that would be a couple more hangars. I think that would be the 
biggest part of it. 

he CHatirMAN. Without objection—— 

Colonel Jackson. That is the only thing that comes to mind right 
now. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Kitchin, that would make up the biggest 
part of it. 
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The Cuatrman. Mr. Stratton. 

Mr. Gusser. This acquisition of land—— 

The Cuatrman. Let there be order. I can’t hear. 

Mr. Srratron. Mr. Arends has referred to the use of Andrews Air 
Force Base to supplement or to take the place of Anacostia. I won- 
der if I could ask the General or the Colonel under what arrangements 
will the Navy be making use of Andrews Air Force Base? 

General Dreyer. This was all worked out last year. The Navy got 
its own appropriation last year for its own construction on one side 
of the field. 

However—they call it Towers Field. 

They are sharing with us the support or community facilities on 
our side of the field. They are taking one of our mess halls and con- 
verting it to their own. They are building their barracks in our bar- 
racks area. 

But air field facilities.are being built on the opposite side of the 
field from ours. 

Mr. Srratron. You mean to say there will be ILS’s and separate 
runways? 

General Dreyer. No. The Navaid facilities, of course, are a part 
of the runway system. We are doing the programing for the whole 
runway system. When I say air field activity I am talking about 
their own hangars and that sort of facility. 

Mr. Srratron. I see. 

The Cuarrman. The next item—— 

Mr. Kitpay. Let me ask something on that, Mr. Chairman. In 
addition to the Naval Academy flying activities, what will the Navy 
have at Towers? ; f aor : 

General Dreyer. Their Anacostia activities will move over there, 
the way I understand it now. I believe they will have something on 
the order of about 100 aircraft, or 150 aircraft, something on that 
order. 

Mr. Kewtener. About 150. 

Mr. Kitpay. They will operate in conjunction with the Naval 
Academy air ining. 

General Dreyer. That I am not equipped to talk about, sir. 

Mr, Kinpay, You mean on their side of the field ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. The pavements, the runways of course 
will be used without reference to the service. But the hangars and 


that type of activity, they will have their own activities on their side 
of the field. ‘ . 

Mr. Kirpay. Why I was so interested: Congress imposed upon the 
Navy the use of Andrews for their Naval Academy flying. 

(zeneral Dreyer. I believe that is right, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. From what you say it looks as if it is going to work 
out right, that we did a proper thing in doing that, rather than giving 
them a new field. 

Mr, LanxKrorp. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Gurser. Mr. Chairman. I wonder if this land acquisition in 
fee for lighting approaches. Would easements cost 75 percent of the 


fee price? 
aa Dreyer. I would like Colonel Payne to answer. 
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Colonel Payne. The fee item in here, sir, is for both ILS and the 
approach lights. The ILS has not been firmly sited. We havea team 
out there now. If it is determined that we could get an easement just 
as cheap or cheaper, we would do so. 

The approach lights: We found that we need 3 acres in fee and 
20 acres in easements there. In other words, we have determined 
that we can buy some easements in lieu of fee for the approach lights. 

The Cuartrman. I will state, Mr. Gubser, the policy of the com- 
mittee has always been: When the easement price is so high, look 
in to see what it will cost to get the fee. If it is economical to buy the 
land, to obtain the easement, we will buy the land. The case stands 
on its own bottom. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I pnapeies from the general? 
What is going to happen to Bolling now when you vacate it? Turn 
it over to GSA 2 

General Dreyer. No, sir. We don’t have any such plan at this 
particular moment, sir. We are planning to use Bolling at this time 
for another purpose. 

Mr. Arenps. What purpose, General ? 

General Dreyer. Well, at the present time our plans call for hous- 
ing and the possibility of a Scadamanion? annex structure. 


The Cuatrman. Members of the committee, let’s read the bill. 
Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

The Cuarrman. The next is Military Air Transport Service. This 
is what is known as MATS. 

Mr. Keviener. Charleston was read, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarmrMan. Without objection, the item of $882,000 for 


Charleston is approved. 

The CuatrMan. The next isthe Dover Air Force Base. 

Mr. Kewiener. Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Del.: Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $750,000. 


DOVER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Dover 
Air Force Base, situated 4 miles southeast of Dover, Del. The 
planned utilization of this base is an aerial port of embarkation for 
Military Air Transport Service squadrons having both troop and 
cargo airlift missions, and an Air Defense Command fighter mission. 
The total program requested for this installation is $750,000. Two of 
the items are needed to provide facilities to overcome flying safety haz- 
ards at this airfield in support of the overall base mission and include, a 
paved overrun for the northwest end of the crosswind runway, and 
an approach lighting system for the southern approach end of the 
instrument runway. The third item provides a maintenance facility 
for 150 pieces of ground powered equipment. The remaining item 
provides a security fence in the SAC flight line area to protect. these 
aircraft from security compromise and prevent all unauthorized per- 
sons from entering this area. 

In addition authorization is requested for the construction of 250 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The Cuarrman. Well, in examining this I thought probably we 
might be warranted in reducing it to $320,000, by eliminating a run- 
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way on the overrun. But I don’t know whether I am on sound ground 
or not. What do you think about it ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this is an overrun, a stabilized 
area about 1,000 feet long. The present runway is only 7,500 feet long. 
We feel that that is extremely short. i 

The Cuarrman. I was a little worried about it myself. Without ob- 
jection, we approve this item. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? I have been 
worrying about this, too. I see in the whole Military Air Transport 
Command only authorization requested for $3,617,000. Does that 
indicate that you are passing out this command ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

General Dreyer. No, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. In no sense of the word. 

Mr. Rivers. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. How far down the totem pole is that in your book, the 
MATS Command? They have to do all the hauling, you know, and 
things like that. 

Colonel Jackson. You mean prioritywise, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Rivers, we like to consider all of our com- 
mands as of equal priority. 

The CuarrMan. Read the next one, McGuire Air Force Base. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 338. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, N.J.: Operational facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,083,000. 


M’GUIRE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. McGuire Air Force Base is the next base con- 
tained in the program. It is located 1 mile southeast of Wrightstown, 
N.J. The planned use of this installation is an aerial port of em- 
barkation for the Military Air Transport squadrons with troop and 
cargo airlift assignments, a Strategic Air Command tanker mission, 
Air Defense Command fighter and missile missions, and an Air Na- 
tional Guard (Reserve) fighter unit. The program proposed for this 
location totals $1,083,000. Two of the items requested will provide 
a third increment of a phased program for operational facilities for 
the Strategic Air Command tanker mission. The first increment of 
facilities was provided through the fiscal year 1958 supplement con- 
struction program. The second increment was included in the fiscal 
year 1959 military construction program. Facilities requested in tiis 
program are deficiencies, the need for which cannot be met through 
the use of any facility now existing at McGuire. These items include 
an addition to the base parachute and dinghy shop and a security 
fence for the SAC flight line to protect these aircraft from security 
compromise and prevent all unauthorized persons from entering this 
area. Two items are included for the Air Defense Command which 
include an aircraft weapons calibration shelter and an addition to the 
ADC armament and electronics shop. The remaining item is needed 
to overcome a flying safety hazard at McGuire by providing an ap- 
proach lighting system for the northeastern approach end of the in- 
strument runway. 
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The Cuamrman. Without objection, the item is approved. — 
Mr. Ketiener. Page 344. Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill.: 
Supply facilities, $253,000. 


SCOTT AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next station is Scott Air Force Base. It is 
situated 3 miles southeast of Shiloh, Ill. The planned utilization of 
this base is to provide a headquarters for Military Air Transport 
Service, Air Weather Service, and Airways and Air Communica- 
tions Service, and an Air Force Reserve flying training center with 
a troop carrier mission. The requested program for this station in- 
cludes one item in the amount of $253,000 for the replacement of the 
base cold storage facility which is beyond economical repair and 
scheduled for demolition. 

The Cuatrman. I thought we might be able to leave that out en- 
tirely, beecause it is a cold-storage facility. You have accommoda- 
tions there now to meet that requirement. And we might not hurt 
the service by just leaving that $253,000 out entirely. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, it is true that this is a replace- 
ment, but we feel it is a replacement of an extremely substandard and 
deterioriateed facility. 

Mr. Price. This involves the matter of health. 

Colonel Jackson. The walls of the existing facility are saturated 
with moisture, actually falling loose. 

Mr. Rivers. Whiat is at Scott Field? 

Colonel Jackson. Headquarters, MATS. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the whole headquarters, isn’t it? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the cold-storage facilities, from all the in- 
formation we have, is meeting all the requirements today. No doubt 
it could be improved. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, they are having extreme difficulty main- 
taining the proper temperature in the hot months, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuammMan. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Mr. Price. Approved. 

(Chorus of “agreed to.”’) 

Mr. Arenps. Be quiet. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Smart. Approved as is. 

The Cuarrman. Travis Air Force. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 346. Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif. : 
Maintenance facilities, $709,000. 


TRAVIS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The last of the bases included in this program is 
Travis Air Force Base. It is located 6 miles east of Fairfield, Calif. 
The planned use of this station is a west coast aerial port of embarka- 
tion for the Military Air Transport Service heavy transport squadron 
having troop and cargo airlift and air evacuation missions. It also 
provides for transient contract carriers. In addition, the Strategic 
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Air Command utilizes this airfield for heavy bomber and tanker mis- 
sions, and the Air Defense Command maintains fighter and missile 
units at this location. The program requested for this station includes 
one item which will provide the first increment of phased replace- 
ment of the aircraft field maintenance shop facilities in the total 
amount of $709,000. Present temporary type facilities constructed 
in 1942 will not accommodate the heavy-transport-type aircraft pres- 
ently assigned to this base. Project provides a combined shop fa- 
cility with space for field maintenance, organizational maintenance, 
and parachute and dinghy needs. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I think you could have $709,000 by striking 
this item out, because it is just merely for maintenance shops. It is 
not going to interfere a thing with what is going on in the field 
today. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, again this is a replacement-type 
item. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, I know it. You have facilities there today. 
We can’t replace eve thing in 1 year. 

Colonel Jackson. "That 1s true, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, let’s come back here next year with this in here, and if we 
are in pretty good shape we will try to maintain it then. 

Without objection, the item is stricken from the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Which one? 

The CuarrMan. We can’t replace everything in here. 
Now, go ahead. 

Strategic Air Command. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


General Dreyer. The next Zone of Interior major command to be 
reviewed is the Strategic Air Command. The mission of this com- 
mand is to organize, train, equip, administer, and prepare a force 
capable of conducting strategic air operations in compliance with 
directives and policies issued by Headquarters, U.S. Air Force. This 
program contains a request for $87,710,000 for the Strategic Air Com- 
mand to provide facilities at 42 locations. 

An amount of $18,211,000 is included at four existing medium- 
bomber bases to provide facilities required for conversion from me- 
dium to heavy-bomber capability. An amount of $9,759,000 is re- 
quested to provide additional facilities at 13 heavy-bomber dispersal 
bases previously p oy ramed in support of the heavy-bomber 
weapons system. f the $30,666,000 contained in the program for 
medium-bomber base facilities, $21,533,000 will be applied to con- 
struction at Richard Bong. An amount of $6,135,000 provides for 
support of medium refueling aircraft at Clinton County Air Force 
Base and heavy tankers at Offut Air Force Base. A combat opera- 
tions center at March Air Force Base is requested for $5,651,000. 
Facilities for Air Defense Command units on 10 Strategic Air Com- 
mand bases accounts for $5,001,000 of this request, and $1,007,000 is 
included for Military Air Transport facilities at Turner Air Force 
Base. Nontechnical facilities for missile units at two bases amount 
to $1,681,000. The remainder of the Strategic Air Command pro- 
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gram, $9,599,000, will provide for items required to support the basic 
mission throughout the entire command. 

In addition to the $87,710,000 programed at SAC bases, facilities 
to support the Strategic Air Command are included within other 
major Zone of Interior commands as follows: 

Air Defense Command $4, 216, 000 
Air Material Command 812, 000 
Air Research and Development 

Air Training Command 

Military Air Transport Service 

Tactical Air Command 

This authorization, required for SAC, included within other com- 
mands, amounts to a total of $8,924,000. 

Mr. Kettener. Volume 2, Strategic Air Command, page 13. 
Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, La., “Maintenance facilities, 
$110,000.” 




















BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The first Strategic Air Command base to be con- 
sidered in Barksdale Air Force Base. It is situated at Bossier City, 
La. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command 
Air Force Headquarters, a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber and 
tanker mission, a strategic support mission, an Air Fores Reserve 


mission, and other activities. The program requested for Barksdale 
totals $110,000. It provides for the construction of an addition to 
the existing permanent parachute and dinghy shop to provide a 


usable facility of 7,122 square feet. The other temporary type struc- 
tures now being used are inadequate in size and the drying tower is 
= insufficient height to accommodate the assigned aircraft drag 
chutes. 

The Cuairman. Tell the committee what that is for? 

Mr. Ketieuer. That is a parachute and dinghy shop, Mr. Chair- 
man. It is in essence a replacement of existing facilities and does not 
appear to be a critical item. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, exactly. So I think we will be 
warranted in leaving that out for the time being. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, at this particular base they re- 
quire around 7,100 square feet for a els aah and dinghy shop. 
They have now only about 3,600 square feet of permanent space. The 
balance of it is being made up by using old temporary facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t think we are warranted in keeping 
this item in the bill. So I ask the committee to delete this item in 
the bill. 

Without objection, the item is stricken from the bill. 

Colonel Jackson. Stays in, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. Stays out. [Laughter.] 

Colonel Jackson. I tried. 

The CuatrMAn. Read the next item. Beale Air Force Base. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 15. 

The Cuatrman. Iam maeng fo write a first-class bill. 

Mr. Kewiener. Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, Calif. : “Opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities, and 
ground improvements, $1,948,000.” 
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BEALE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location is Beale Air Force Base situated 
13 miles east of Marysville, Calif. The planned use of this base is 
for a SAC heavy bomb mission, an Air Defense sector headquarters 
and other missions. The program requested for Beale totals $1,948,- 
000. It includes the following items: trey: 

The first item is a Rapcon Center which is necessary to provide air- 
traffic control under all weather conditions. 

The next item is an organization maintenance hangar to replace 
an existing temporary-type hangar and provide adequate mainten- 
ance facilities for assigned miscellaneous base flight aircraft. 

The next item will provide for repairing and resurfacing a road. 
between the Capehart housing area and the base cantonment area. 

The last item provides for installation of a drainage structure to 
eliminate a ditch approximately 100 feet south of the southern run- 
way overrun. The ditch constitutes a hazard to aircraft operations. 

The Cyaan, Now, I think we would be warranted in deleting 
the road and maintenance facilities and reduce that item to $567,000. 

Colonel Jackson. The items are 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Epmonps. Road and hangar. 

Mr. Ketieuer. The two items, Mr. Chairman, are a road and a 
maintenance hangar. 

The Cuatrrman. That is right. 

Colonel Jackson, If I may say a few words on those, Mr. Chair- 
man? This hangar at Beale is actually required to maintain their 
base assigned aircraft. Now, that is distinguished from the B-52’s 
and the KC-135’s. This would be to maintain their T-33 type air- 
craft, their C-47’s, their C-130’s and things of that nature. 

_Now, this item, it is true, is coded as a replacement, but I would 
like to point out to the committee that it is replacing a hangar which 
the aviation engineers built there years ago as a training project 
ead is located about 2 miles, I believe it is, from the actual sania 
ine. 

The Cuatrman. Well, it is a good thing to have these hangars 
somewhat dispersed in the area because you get too close together 
and they will all catch on fire and burn up. [Laughter.] 

Without objection the item is reduced to $569,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Either burn up or blow up. 

En fo ngpmeren aes read the next one. 

Mr. LLEHER, Page 21. Bergstrom Air For i 
Tex.: Operational facilities, $300,600. i Pe Ria 
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BERGSTROM AIR FORCE BASE 







Colonel Jackson. Bergstrom Air Force Base is the next locati 
° . . . ‘ t 
be considered. It is situated 5 miles southeast of Austin, Tex. The 
planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
— mission. 

he program requested at Bergstrom totals $300,000 and provid 
for the installation of a standard approach li htin sage = 
strobeacon flashers. re 
The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Page 23. Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Tex.: 
Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, $416,000. 


BIGGS AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Biggs Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered, and it is located 7 miles northeast of El Paso, Tex. 
The planned use of Biggs is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomb mission, a Tactical Air Command tow-target mission, and other 
miscellaneous Strategic Air Command service activities. The total 
ahem requested for Biggs amounts to $416,000. It includes the 

ollowing items: 

The first item is an addition to the existing Rapcon Center. This 
type of facility is necessary for air traffic control under all weather 
conditions. 

The next item will provide for modification of the existing sub- 
standard 1,500 feet of approach lighting at the northeast instrument 
approach end of the primary runway and an addition of 1,500 feet to 
provide a standard 3,000-foot system with strobeacon flashers, 

The last item is a 2,000-square-foot addition to the existing para- 
chute and dinghy shop to provide a 1,150-square-foot structure. This 
item will also replace a 2,841-square-foot mobilization type structure 
constructed in 1942 and now beyond economical repair. 

The Cuarrman. I first thought we might be able to save something 
there, but the more I study it the less I am inclined to think we 
should. So let that item stand at $416,000. I studied it again last 
night, and I think we might be cutting it a little too close to cut it 
down to the figure I had here. 

ine! Stratton. May I ask a question on dinghys? What kind are 
these ? 

Colonel Jackson. These are inflatable type rafts. 

Colonel Epmonps. That you pitch out. 

Mr. Srratron. Thank you. 

Mr. Coneran. Mr. Chairman, at the risk of being irritating, I 
would like to ask how consistent we are when we throw them out in 
one case and let them stay in in the other. 

The Carman. Each case stands on its own. We can’t write a 
bill with complete consistency and say we will eliminate this, that, 
and the other down the line. The facts and circumstances warrant 
such things in certain areas because of the mission and military neces- 
sity, and not statutes. In talking about consistency, I have been in 
Congress 44 years and I have never been consistent a day in my 
life. You have to live with facts. If you want to be consistent, 
just for the sake of consistency, you stay at home. [Laughter.] 

Now, the next item. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 27. Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, 
Ark.: Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and troop housing, 
$1,099,000. 

BLYTHEVILLE AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Blytheville Air Force Base is the next. installa- 
tion to be considered and it is located 4 miles northwest of Blytheville, 
Ark. The planned use of Blytheville is for a Strategic Air Command 
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heavy-bomb mission. The program requested totals $1,099,000, which 
includes the following items: 

The first item is a refueling vehicle shop. Nothing exists at this 
base which will meet this requirement. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

The next item is a cold storage facility for perishable subsistence. 
Nothing exists at this base to satisfy this requirement. 

The last item is an airmen dormitory. At this base the require- 
ment is to accommodate 1,569 men. There are existing 1,064 spaces, 
The requested 400 spaces in this program will alleviate a deficiency 
in airmen dormitories, 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill 
for construction of 470 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as 
amended, 

The Cuairman. Now, this is—— 

Mr. Ketiruer. A refueling vehicle shop. 

The Cuairman. I think those things—you could save some money 
there. We can reduce it to $1,013,000. But we don’t want to be 
picayunish about these things. Without objection, that item is 
approved. 

Mr. Keiiever. Approved in its original form, sir? 

Mr. Smart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. May I just inquire about that one. Is that another 
one of these new ones that hasn’t been fully activated ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. Blytheville is operational now, Mr. Hardy, but 
it is scheduled to get B-52 aircraft. 

Mr. Harpy. You only have 600 people there according to this 
book and you are going to have 3,000 by when ? 

Colonel Jackson. It should be in 1962. 

Mr. Harpy. Which raises again the same question that I have been 
raising. Where are they coming from and what are you doing with 
the facilities they are vacating ? 

The CuamrMan. Read the next one. Bunker Hill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.: Opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community 
facilities, and utilities, $1,892,000. 


BUNKER HILL AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Bunker Hill Air Force Base is the next installa- 
tion to be considered and it is located 2 miles west of Bunker Hill 
Ind. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command 
medium bomber unit and an Air Defense Command fighter mission. 
The total program requested for Bunker Hill amounts to $1,892,000, 
and includes the following items: 

The first item is a rapcon center, which is necessary to provide air 
traffic control under all weather conditions. 

The next item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter to provide 
a facility for calibrating the radar and missile guidance systems on 
the assigned Air Defense Command aircraft. 

The next item is an armament and electronics shop to support the 
Air Defense Command mission at this base. At present this main- 
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tenance and repair is being accomplished in an inadequate, temporary 
prefabricated building. 

The next item is a ground powered equipment shop. This item 
is necessary to provide maintenance for the 350 pieces of ground 
powered equipment planned for Bunker Hill Air Force Base. There 
is nothing existing which can be used to satisfy this requirement. 

The next item provides additional ammunition storage capability 
for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

The next item is a base warehouse. The requirement for ware- 
housing at this base is 142,935 square feet. There is 111,379 square 
ee of warehouse space existing, leaving a deficiency of 31,556 square 

eet. 

The next item is a theater. There is no theater existing at this 
base and, due to lack of proper facilities, the ballroom of the service 
club is presently being used for showing films. The service club 
ballroom is not suitable for this and normal service club activities 
are greatly hampered when films are being shown in the ballroom. 

The last item will provide three electrical outlets in the Air De- 
fense Command field maintenance hangar for the assigned Air Defense 
Command fighter units. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 300 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act, as 
amended. 

The CHatrman. Now, there is a warehouse there. I think we 
would be warranted in leaving that out. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, they require about 143,000 square 
feet of warehouse space. They only have about 111,000 now. 

The Cuamman. You can get along with the 111. It is not going 
to hurt you to skip that warehouse this year. 

Without objection, it is reduced to $1,725,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 42. Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, 
Tex.: Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,484,000. 


CARSWELL AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next location is Carswell Air Force Base sit- 
uated at Fort Worth, Tex. The planned use of this base is for a 
Strategic Air Command heavy bomb mission, and Strategic Air Com- 
mand training and related activities. The total program requested 
for Carswell amounts to $1,484,000 and consists of three items: 

The first item provides for replacement of portions of existing under- 
strength pavement in the heavy bomber alert area and on a critical 
taxiway. It is urgent that this replacement be accomplished as quickly 
as possible to prevent an interruption of the mission scheduled for 
Carswell. 

The second item will provide for the modification of the 1,000 feet 
of existing substandard approach lighting at the instrument approach 
end of the runway and an addition of 2,000 feet to provide a standard 
3,000-foot system with strobeacon flashers. 

The last item is a parachute and dinghy shop which will replace 
three mobilization-type buildings constructed in 1942. These struc- 


tures have outlived their usable life and are beyond economical repair. 
The CHairman. Without objection it stands at $1,484,000. 
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Mr. Keiiener. Page 46. Castle Air Force Base, Merced, Calif.: 
Maintenance facilities, ground improvements, and real estate, $425,000. 


CASTLE AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Castle Air 
Force Base situated 8 miles northwest of Merced, Calif. The planned 
use of Castle is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber unit, 
crew training for Strategic Kir Command tanker crews, and other 
Air Defense Command and Strategic Air Command service missions. 
The program requested for Castle totals $425,000 and includes the 
following items: 

The first item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter to provide 
a facility for calibrating the radar and missile guidance systems on 
the assigned Air Defense Command aircraft. 

The next two items will provide for the purchase of land and attain- 
ment of clearance easements for the accomplishment of the removal 

of hazards at the south end of the primary instrument runway. 

The last item provides for removal of hazards to flying safety. The 
hazards consist of main irrigation and drainage canals existing at the 
edge of the clear zone on the south end of the runway. 

The CuairmMan. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I am interested—excuse me. 

Mr. Gusser. I feel constrained to ask about real estate when it is 
in California. I will shut up for the rest of the Nation. I would 
like to know, 20 percent of the State of California now is owned by 
the Federal Government. I am interested in it. 

The Cuatrman. Well, Mr. Gubser, all I can say is this. When 
they come up here and buy the land at Castle Air Force, they have 
to have witnesses to justify the price they pay. A committee of five 
or six members, with Mr. Kelleher, take the testimony and try to 
reach a decision as to what the value of the property is. That is a 
far better way to do it than to take up the time of the whole com- 
mittee now, when the Department can’t tell exactly themselves what 
the land is going to cost. 

We merely give them the authority to acquire the land. But when 
the money transaction is taking place, it is done by the subcommittee 
taking the testimony to see whether it is worth $100 or $500 or $2,000 
per acre. 

So, let’s don’t go in the detail. They have to make the case and 
it will be reported back to the full committee what the case is. 

Mr. Gurser. May I ask that privately I be told what this is all 
about, and not take the time of the committee ? 

The Cuarrman. I thought you were dealing with the question of 
real estate. 

Mr. Gusser. Well— 

The Cuartrman. It is land in connection with this facility. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, I don’t like to stress this point, but it 
strikes me that here we are authorizing them to acquire land in fee, 
and if it is wrong in | age oe here is the place to stop it. 

The Cuateman. All right. How much land are you going to 
acquire ? 

Mr. Gursrr. I can get it privately. 
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Colonel Jackson. Twenty-five acres. 

The Cuarrman. Put it in the record. It is important. 

General Dreyer. If you look at the purpose for which the land 
is being acquired, sir, I don’t think you will be disturbed by it. 

Because one 25-acre tract is for removal of a hazard to flying. 
Grading that 25-acre tract will remove existing hazards in a clear 
zone area. The other 25 acres of land is required to reroute a drain- 
age ditch. I think that will not affect the use of land in that general 
area, except to improve it. It is true it will be taking 50 acres off 
the tax rolls, but I think the overall effect will be an improvement 
of the general area. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, $425,000 is approved in that 
item. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 51. Chennault Air Force Base, Lake Charles, 
La.: Utilities and ground improvements, $350,000. 


CHENNAULT AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Chennault 
Air Force Bast situated 4 miles east of Lake Charles, La. The 

lanned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium- 

mb mission and other Strategic Air Command activities. The total 
program requested is $350,000 and consists of two items: 

The first item will provide for the construction of a flexible pave- 
ment ammo haulage road for safer and quicker munitions handling. 

The second item is for the removal of a hazard to flying safety. The 
hazard consists of an open ditch which encroaches upon the clear 
zone at the south end of the runway. This project provides for the 
bridging of this ditch. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. KewirHer. Page 54, Clinton County Air Force Base, Wil- 
mington, Ohio: Hospital facilities, troop housing, community facili- 
ties, and utilities, $4,458,000. 


CLINTON COUNTY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Clinton County Air Force Base is the next instal- 
lation to be considered and it is located 2 miles southeast of Wil- 
mington, Ohio. The planned use of this base is for Strategic Air 
Command tanker units and Air Force Reserve activities. The total 
program requested for Clinton County amounts to $4,458,000 and in- 
cludes the following items: 

The first item provides for the construction of a 30-bed hospital 
with 8-unit dental clinic and flight surgeon’s clinic. 

The next item is an airmen’s dormitory. The requirement at this 
base is 1,492 spaces. There are now under construction 800 spaces. 
The existing 170 spaces is 5 substandard temporary type buildings are 
being utilized by reservists. The 600 spaces requested in this program 
will substantially satisfy the requirement for dormitories. 

The next item provides for a commissary store. Nothing exists at 
this base which will accommodate this facility. 

The next two items provide for the construction of an officers’ open 
mess and a noncommisisoned officers’ open mess. The closest city of 
considerable size is Dayton, which is 52 miles distant. Accordingly, 
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it is considered necessary that recreational facilities of this nature be 
rovided for assigned personnel. ae 

The next item will provide utility support for the new facilities 
in this program. . : 

The last item is a security fence for control of security on the flight 
line. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill for 
construction of 150 units of family housing with private capital under 
the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I think we could eliminate the commissary 
that is set up in this item, costing about $250,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out—I know 
how a lot of people always feel about commissaries. But there is 
nothing existing at Clinton County of this nature. It is about 3 or 4 
_— to the closest store. And it is a town of only about 3,000 or 4,000 

eople. 
. The CuairMANn. Now, let’s see if it meets our standard. I didn’t 
think it met the standard. The standard is when there is commercial 
enterprise in the vicinity, not to be too generous in providing for 
commissaries. If it is an isolated base, the policy of the committee is 
to authorize PX’s and commissaries. 

Now, from my information, the facilities are available in approxi- 
mately a mile and a half 

Mr. Ketiener. Three and a half, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Three and a half miles. What is the total number 
of personnel there? 

Colonel Jackson. That we expect at this base, Mr. Chairman? 
Around 3,000 people. 

The Cuarrman. 3,000. And what facilities have they now? 

Colonel Jackson. Sir? 

The Cuairman. What facilities have they now? 

Colonel Jackson. They have noting now, sir. 

The Cuatrman. They have nothing? 

Colonel Jackson. You see, this base is being built up. 

The CuHairmMan. Well, I am not going to be one that is going to 
force wives to walk a long distance to do their shopping. But we run 
up against private enterprise fussing about the Government being in 
business va taxes they have to pay. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuHarirman. We try to do what is right and proper. If the 
Department merely wants to put this commissary in, I am not going to 
fuss about it. Without objection, the commissary is put in. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmaNn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wuson. I would like to know how soon it will be that you will 
reach this troop strength of 3,000. I notice you only have about 600 
people there now. 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

The CHarrMan. Let them build both together. 

Colonel Jackson. Approximately 1960. 

Mr. Witson. 1960. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmaNn. Mr. Bray. 
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Mr. Bray. I would like to ask some questions regarding this hospi- 
tal. That is a 30-bed hospital on a 50-bed chassis. Does that mean 
it can be expanded to 50 beds ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I notice the expense is $1,900,000. 

I don’t want to take too much time on that, but that seems to be 
absurdly high. It happens—you have $60,000 per bed. Very re- 
cently I was quite interested in the building of a hospital, a new 80- 
bed hospital, fireproof construction, which is considered rather the 
showplace of the entire country, with doctors and technicians coming 
to look at it. And it is twice the size of this hospital, and at practi- 
cally half the price. 

I don’t know when we are going to stop this. Maybe it should be 
stopped on the executive level, as to the allowance for hospitals. 
But I can’t see but what you are wasting an awful lot of money. 
Maybe that is fashionable today, but 1 just for one want to register 
a vote against that hospital until I see some justification for it. 

And, incidentally, the labor cost in that area is no more than it is 
in the area of this hospital I am referring to. 

General Dreyer. I think you are comparing different types of 
facilities, however, sir. This is called a 30-bed hospital, it is true, 
but it has a large flight surgeon’s clinic and it has a six-dental-chair 
clinic as well, and it has the other facilities that probably are not 
in the hospital that you were discussing. 

Mr. Bray. No. In fact, this hospital I am referring to was criti- 
cized because of the great amount of facilities such as that that 
they have. They do not have the dental. They have two large 
surgeries. 

I will say this: It was built with fireproof construction. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray, I think in the sense of consistency, as 
we mentioned here, there are three things the committee should be 
very consistent about. One is hospitals, one is chapels, and one is 
commissaries. 

As all that has relation to the morale of personnel, let’s don’t fuss 
about hospitalization. We might save a little money. Let’s don't 
fuss about facilities for chapels. And certainly let’s don’t take the 
opportunity of a wife having convenient facilities to buy the rations 
for the household. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Let’s move on with the bill. 

Mr. Bray. In closing, Mr. Chairman, I do want to say, though, 
that it is not helping morale to pay four times what anything is 
wort. whether that is a chaplain’s quarters or whether it is a hos- 
pital or 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Or a commissary. 

General Drever. That is true. 

Mr. Bray. I know something about this, because very recently 1 
had considerable experience, personal experience in the community 
in which I live. 

Mr. Arenpbs. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Bray. I will. 
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Mr. Arenps. It is interesting—on the basis of private hospitals on 
which comparisons have been made where people furnish their own 
money, that you build a hospital bed for so much, where under the 
Hill-Burton Act it takes in many instances twices as much per bed 
to build a hospital. Then we find in an instance like this, if his illustra- 
tion is correct, that we pay much more. There is something wrong 
someplace. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Arends, 30 enone of this money was Hill-Burton 
money and it passed all the high qualifications laid down by Hill- 
Burton, and yet it is one-fourth of this amount. 

I for one think there ought to be a thorough going into, about the 
cost. Now, maybe these others are just as foolish—you mean just as 
unreasonable. But this is something I had occasion very recently to 
go into the costs of. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I do suggest we do sometimes when we get 
a little further along in the session—we are gprs ta fine progress 
with our committee work. We will probably get through by the first 
of the month. 

We have some three-odd bills on the floor of the House. Then 
later on in the session, that is a good worthwhile inquiry. We.will 
have Mr. Hardy and other experts in figures go into this subject 
and make an inquiry, because it might be of service to the committee. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I want to make this comment on the 
point raised by Mr. Bray. 

If you look back at the service hospitals that have been authorized 
and constructed within the last 2 or 3 years you will find the point 
he made is a very valid point. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Actually, the estimated cost on this hospital runs at 
least four or five times as much as some of the military hospitals that 
have been built very recently. I swear we ought to take a look at it. 

The Cuamman. The next is Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 63. Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, 
Okla. : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and supply facili- 
ties, $621,000. 

CLINTON SHERMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Clinton- 
Sherman Air Force Base situated 1 mile west-northwest of Burns 
Flats, Okla. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air 
Command heavy bomber mission. The program requested at Clinton- 
Sherman totals $621,000 and includes the following items: 

The first item is an instrument landing system, necessary to increase 
the all-weather capability of this base. 

The next item is for modification of the existing 1,500 feet of sub- 
standard approach lights at the south end of the runway and addition 
: — feet to provide a standard 3,000-foot system with strobeacon 

ashers. 

_The next item will provide for construction of an installation’s en- 
gineer maintenance shop. The only existing shop that is available for 
this purpose is a 1,440-square foot temporary-type building which is 
inadequate in size and beyond economical repair. 

The last item will provide additional ammunition storage capability 
for the Strategic Air Command mission. 
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In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 300 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as 
amended. 

The Cuarrman. I think we could get by without that maintenance 
shop for the time being. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I do want the record to show that I ob- 
ject to the paying of $60,000 per bed for that hospital. 

The Cuarman. All right, let the record show that. 

Mr. Bray. Besure and see it shows it. 

Tke CHarmman. What about your maintenance shop? Why 
shouldn’t you use the one you have there now? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, they require around 11,000 square 
feet and they only have around 1,400 square feet. We feel it is aw- 
fully small for this type facility. This is a shop in which the installa- 
tion engineering operates from. It contains a carpenter shop, a 
plumbing shop, and electric shop, and things of that nature. 

The Cuarman. 1,100 feet now—1,400 feet. 

Colonel Jackson. 1,400. And it isa tar paper shack-type building. 

Mr. Kewtiener. You are using some so facilities, aren’t you, 
though, Colonel ? 

Colonel Jackson. Not eowneding De. According to my records, 
that is the only thing that is available at the present time. 

The Cuatrman. Well, without objection, the item of $521,000 stands. 

The Cuairman. Now, Columbus Air Force Base. 

Mr. Ketiener. Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Miss. : Opera- 


tional facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $264,000. 


COLUMBUS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next Air Force base to be considered is 
Columbus, located. 10 miles north-northwest of Columbus, Miss. The 
planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber 
mission. The program requested amounts to $264,000, and it consists 
of the following items: 

The first will provide for a four-stall addition to the existing four- 
stall combination fire station. The requested item will fulfill the total 

uirement to house line apparatus at this base. 
he next item will provide for additional ammunition storage 
capability for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The last item is a crabiestet facility. Nothing exists at this base 
which will meet this requirement. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 340 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National bee Act as 
amended. 

Mr. Duruam. Confinement facilities. 

Mr. Kewiener. A brig. They use the downtown jail in Columbus 
now. 

Mr. DurHam. You said community facilities. 

Mr. Ketiener. The fire station, Mr. Chairman, and the confine- 
ment facility, which is a brig, are the items that you were doubtful 
about. There isa firestationtherenow. There isnobrig. 
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Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, regarding the fire station, the 
have about 12 or 13 pieces of equipment. They only have a four-stall 
fire station. That is all that does exist. It is a situation comparable 
to— > ; 

The Caiman. Well, my remarks are going to be applicable to the 
brig. I think it is far better for military prisoners to be kept in a 
military atmosphere. So I see no objection to building a brig for 
them. ButI hope you don’t keepittoocrowded. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I notice this station is going way up 
in personnel, and it is to be assumed that you have adequate dormitory 
facilities and related facilities to accommodate this increase? | 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. That has been provided by this com- 
mittee in previous programs. : 

The Carman. Without objection, the item stands at $264,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 72. Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, 
Ariz.: Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, $895,000. 


DAVIS-MONTHAN AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next base to be considered is Davis-Monthan 
Air Force Base, located — 4 miles southeast of Tucson, 
Ariz. The planned use of Davis-Monthan is for a Strategic Air 


Command medium-bomber mission, an Air Defense command fighter 
mission and other Strategic Air Command and Air Defense Command 
missions. The program requested amounts to $895,000 and consists 


of the following items: 

The first item will provide paved overruns at each end of the 
primary instrument runway. 

The next item provides for modification of the existing 1,500 feet 
of substandard approach lights at the instrument approach end of 
the primary runway and addition of 1,500 feet to provide a standard 
3,000-foot approach light system with strobeacon flashers. 

The next item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter required 
for calibrating the radar and missile guidance systems on the assigned 
Air Defense Command aircraft. 

The last item will provide an armament and electronics shop for 
the assigned Air Defense Command aircraft. There are no facilities 
existing to satisfy this requirement. 

The CuamrMaNn. Now, we made a note there in reference to eliminat- 
ing two hundred and some odd thousand dollars for electronics shops. 

r. KetLener. Armament and electronic shop. 

This is for a function for ADC—Air Defense Command. Actually 
SAC is in there and SAC has facilities for the maintenance of what 
they call the “little black box,” the electronic equipment. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s don’t do anything that might hamstring that 
kind of activity. Let the figure stand at $895,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Keitener. Page 77. Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, 
$1,260,000. ; 
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DOW AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Dow Air 
Force Base, which is situated in Bangor, Maine. Planned use of this 
base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber unit, a tanker 
unit, an Air Defense Command fighter and missile unit and other 
Strategic Air Command missions. The program requested for Dow 
Air Force Base totals $1,260,000. It includes the following items: 

_ The first item will provide for the relocation of the direction find- 
ing/UHF (CRD-6) portion of the rapcon facility. 

he next item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter to provide 
a facility for calibrating the radar and missile guidance systems on 
Air Defense Command aircraft. 

The next item is an aircraft field maintenance shop. The require- 
ment for this facility is 48,000 square feet. Now under construction 
is 19,314 square feet. This request will provide the additional re- 
quired facility. There exists two substandard mobilization. and 
wooden frame type buildings which, due to their deteriorated con- 
dition, are not economically repairable. 

The next item will provide an addition to the aircraft engine in- 
spection and repair shop now under construction to provide the 
required 25,780 square feet to support all the aircraft assigned to this 
base. 

The next item is an addition to the armament and electronics repair 
shop for maintenance and repair of electronic equipment and acces- 
sories used in the Air Defense Command fighter aircraft. Existing 
is 5,814 square feet. The requested 6,836 square feet will satisfy the 
requirement for this facility. 

The last item provides additional ammunition storage for the 
Strategic Air Command unit. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, for 
construction of 480 units of family housing with private capital under 
the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The CyarrMAN. Without objection that item stands. 

Mr. Ke.tener. Page 84. 

Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Tex.: Operational facilities, 
$292,000. 

DYESS AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. Dyess Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered. It is located approximately 2 miles west-southwest of 
Abilene, Tex. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air 
Command medium bomber mission and other Strategic Air Command 
service activities. The program requested for Dyess amounts to 
$292,000 and it includes two items. 

The first item is a modification of the existing substandard 1,500 
feet of approach lighting at the south instrument approach end of the 
primary runway and an addition of 1,500 feet to provide a standard 
3,000 feet with strobeacon flashers. 

The second item will provide adequate lighting of the primary 
taxiway and two intermediate taxiways. Existing are 6,518 feet of 
permanent light’ng. This facility is necessary to provide the addi- 
tional 11,725 feet required. 

The Coamman. Without objection, that item stands. 
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Mr. Keiieuer. Page 87. Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, 
S. Dak.: Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,445,000. 


ELLSWORTH AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next location is Ellsworth Air Force Base, 
which is located 7 miles northeast of Rapid City, S. Dak. The 
planned use of Ellsworth Air Force Base is for a Strategic Air Com- 
mand heavy bomber and tanker mission, an Air Defense Command 
fighter mission, an Army missile unit, and other Strategic Air Com- 
mand activities. The requested program totals $1,445,000 and includes 
the following items: 

The first item is for strengthening portions of the primary runway 
which have shown definite indications of structural distress under 
the loads of the heavy bomber aircraft. 

The next item will provide an addition to the organization mainte- 
nance hangar for Air Defense Command fighters. The requirement 
for this facility is 30,428 square feet. The 9,650 square feet requested, 
together with 20,778 square feet existing, will satisfy the requirement. 

The next item is for modification of an existing maintenance dock 
to provide an aircraft weapons calibration shelter. This facility is 
required for calibrating the radar and missile guidance systems on 
Air Defense Command fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The last item is a base ammunition shop. There are no adequate 
facilities existing at this base to satisfy the requirement for mainte- 
nance of ammunition. Maintenance is now being accomplished either 
in covered vehicles or in the open, due to explosive nature of the am- 
munition and lack of a suitable facility. 

In addition, authorization is requested in seciton 304 of the bill, for 
construction of 190 units of family housing with private capital under 
the provisions of title VIII of The National Housing Act as amended. 

The CuHarrmMan. Now, why can’t you get rid of that ammunition 
shop provided for in this bill ? 

lonel Jackson. Well, Mr. Chairman, of course, this function has 
been going on, but at the present time they are using the rear end of 
vehicles and actually doing it out in the open. That is what it boils 
down to. This facility would provide for processing and maintaining 
and salvaging ammunition. 

The Cuarrman. Well, would it be detrimental to the service or to 
the ammunition if this is not granted ? 

Colonel Jackson. We certainly feel we can perform the function 
a lot more efficiently and effectively, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. It would keep your ammunition dry, anyhow. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, it would keep the powder dry. 
[Laughter. ] 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. Kexiener. Page 92. Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, 
Wash.: Operational facilities, $158,000. 


FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE 
Colonel Jackson. Fairchild Air Force Base is the next location to 


be considered. It is located 12 miles west-southwest of Spokane, Wash. 
Planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy- 
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bomber mission and other Strategic Air Command service activities. 
The program request for Fairchild Air Force Base is $158,000 and pro- 
vides for installation of underground telephone duct between the Ses 
communications center, the microwave relay facilities, and the missile 
operational sites. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Kewiener. Page 94. Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kans. : 
Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, $855,000. 


FORBES AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Forbes 
Air Force Base, located 6 miles south of Topeka, Kans. The planned 
use of this base is for Strategic Air Command medium-bomber mission 
and other Strategic Air Command activities. The program request 
for Forbes amounts to $855,000 and includes three items: 

The first item will provide paved overruns at each end of the 
primary runway for emergency support of aircraft. 

The second item is for modification of the 1,500 feet of existing 
substandard approach lighting at the southeast end of the primary 
runway and addition of 1,500 feet to provide a standard 3,000-foot 
system with strobeacon flashers. . 

The third item is a refueling vehicle shop. Nothing exists at present 
for this function and the 18 vehicles are being maintained outdoors. 

hed CHarrMan. Why can’t we get rid of that fuel shop in this 
item 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, like so many of the other things— 
the function, yes, it is being done. But it is being done out in the 
open. This type of facility here would provide for the maintenance 
and repair of the refueling vehicles. You have seen, I am sure, these 
great big tank trucks usually painted yellow. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. That runs all through the bill. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is being done out in the open. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And now you want to house it. Why can’t it con- 
tinue to be done in the open ? 

Colonel Jackson. Well, we feel that it is just an awfully poor way 
of having to maintain a piece of equipment . We can’t maintain this 
type of equipment in our regular automotive maintenance shop be- 
cause of the explosive hazard. 

The Cuairman. That is right, because it is too explosive. 

Colonel Jackson. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. I understand it. 

In going through the bill I eliminated all those, but I don’t know 
whether I am right or wrong about it. I know one thing: If we 
just say we are going to give you $855,000 to run that plant, you will 
find something else that you can put there instead of this refueling 


shop. 

Well, without objection, we will reduce that to $762,000. We are 
eliminating for the time being the refueling shop. We may have to 
do it later on, but let’s delete it now. 

(Mr. Wilson aside. 

The Cuarmrman. The next is Francis E. Warren Air Force Base. 
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Mr. Kevtener. Page 98. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo.: Operational 
facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili- 
ties, and utilities, $1,523,000. 


FRANCIS E. WARREN AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The next locaton is Francis KE. Warren Air Force 
Base, situated 1 mile east of Cheyenne, Wyo. The planned use of 
this base is for Atlas intercontinental ballistic missiles under the 
operational control of the Strategic Air Command. The program in 
this request for Francis E. Warren Air Force Base totals $1,523,000 
and includes the following items: 

The first item will permit construction of six helicopter pads, one 
at each of four launch complexes, one at the base hospital, and one 
at the technical supply and missile assembly area. 

The next item will permit rehabilitation of existing facilities to 
provide additional administrative space to accommodate the ICBM 
mission. 

The next item will permit rehabilitation of existing facilities to 
provide space for the air base group headquarters. This space will 
accommodate personnel of the commander’s office, adjutants’ office, 
personnel office, comptroller, materiel, and so forth. 

The next item will permit modification of existing structures to 
provide adequate dormitory space for the airmen assigned to the 
ballistic missile units. The requirement for airmen dormitory space 
at Francis E. Warren Air Force Base is 2,048 men. ‘There are exist- 
ing and under construction 1,626 spaces. The 422 spaces provided 
by this modification project will satisfy the base requirement. 

The next item will permit modification of existing facilities to pro- 
vide adequate dining hall space for airmen. The requirement for 
airmen dining hall space is 2,048 men. There are existing and under 
construction space for 1,800 men. The 248-man capacity provided by 
this:modification project will satisfy the base requirement. 

The next item is for modification of a portion of the existing electric 
power distribution system and the addition of an overhead pole line 
to satisfy the increased need for power brought about by this and 
prior construction programs. 

The last item for Francis E. Warren Air Force Base is for addi- 
tional boiler plant capacity. The steam provided by this boiler is 
necessary for vaporizing liquid propane gas for mixing with atmos- 
pheric oxygen prior to its delivery into the base gas distribution 
system. 

' The Cuarrman. Now, you have a helicopter pad there. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Why can’t you eliminate that for the time being? 

Mr. Ketiener. The helicopter pads, Mr. Chairman, are in connec- 
tion with transportation between the base and the missile sites. True, 
it is more convenient and better to have a pad from which the heli- 
copter operates, but it doesn’t appear to be an essential to their 
operation. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, Mr. Chairman, we feel that this is a very 
good item. To operate helicopters, of course, without a surface pad, 
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you are going to be blowing a lot of debris. You are going to get a 
muddy and dusty situation. We think that this is a pretty cheap 
landing facility. 

The Cuairman. Well 

Colonel Jackson. For this type of operation. 

The Cuatrman. There is only about $100,000 involved. 

Colonel Epwarps. Only $62,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Only $62,000. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

I don’t want anybody to get their feet wet. ; 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask a question as a 
matter of curiosity. Why are the helicopter pads so expensive, when 
you consider.the small area which they cover and the fact that you are 
going to build this on your own land, your own ground ? , 

Colonel Jackson. Sir, this will provide for six pads, Mr, Price. 

Mr. Price. Six pads? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; about 500 square yards each. 

General Dreyer. 3,333 square yards. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, here is an illustration in this case of one 
of the questions that I have been asking here for some little while. 

Now, they have a modification in here of airmen’s dormitory. Now, 
you got an inventory of 7,068 spaces. And they only have on board 
there as of now about, a little less—well, airmen. They got 1,500. 
You got 9,000 spaces. It looks like we didn’t exercise very good judg- 
ment when we built them to start with, did we? 

Colonel Jackson. Sir, these dormitories that are actually existing 
there now were built by the Army back in 1908, I believe it was. 

Mr. Harpy. The original occupancy I notice here is 1867. You 
are sure we didn’t build them then and you are stating your need on 
the basis of a comparison of the occupancy then—— 

Colonel Jackson. Some of them may have been built back that far, 
hs records indicate that these particular ones I think are about 
1908. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, there isn’t any use. This is futile. 

Mr. CuHatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. An exercise in futility. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, Francis E. Warren—I think 
we should reduce that down and eliminate this pad. The surfaces 
are not interfered with. It is nice to do it, but we don’t have enough 
money right now to do all the nice things. 

So I am suggesting we cut it down to $1,461,000. 

Mr. KetieHer. Page 107—— 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee—wait one minute, 
Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmaNn. It is 10 minutes to 12. Let’s stop right here. 

Mr. KeiirHer. All right, sir. 

The CHatrman. Let’s take a recess here. We are on page 31, line 
3, until Monday morning. 

And General, would you and the Colonel—Colonel, I want to com- 

liment you. You are making a noble-fight. I am sure it is known 
in your service, as we have noticed and been favorably impressed 
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with the quick answers you have at your fingertips. It is a high 
compliment. 

We do want to compliment the Air Force. Your witnesses know 
this bill from beginning to end. 

Mr. Harpy. They know the committee’s weaknesses, too, Mr. Chair- 
man. ‘They are good at it. : 

The Cruatrman. I hope the other members of the committee are 
impressed with the thorough knowledge and able manner in which 
the witnesses presented the bill. 

We too studied this bill. We are doing the best we can in recon- 
ciling these items, always bearing in mind that we want to do the 
best for the service at all times. ; ; 

Now, every member please leave his book right here. 

We will take a recess, and bring up here Monday morning at 10 
o'clock the requests that the various members have asked you to 
supply the committee. 

Thank you, gentlemen. 

General Dreyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Jackson, Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, members of the committee. We will 
see you Monday morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:51 m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 

1 


at 10 p.m., Monday, March 9, 1959.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Monday, March 9, 1959. 

The committee met at 10:08 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, 
chairman, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearings 
of H.R. 4414. We are dealing with the Strategic Air Command. 

Mr. Krwpay. Mr. Chairman, on the Strategic Air Command, I ask 
permission that we return to page 29, line 6. Barksdale Air Force 
Base, Shreveport, La.: Maintenance facilities, $110,000. It is a small 
item and I think it is important that it be retained in the bill. I ask 
it be so. 

The CuairmMan. Without objection, we will reconsider Barksdale 
Air Force Base, Shreveport, La. 

Now I studied this Friday afternoon and Saturday. I think prob- 
ably we are warranted in putting back the $110,000. So if there is 
no objection on the part of the committee, we will restore that item. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Leave that stand. 

Mr. Conran. What happened ? 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, when we re- 
cessed we were down at page 31 of the bill. Glasgow Air Force 
Base, Glasgow, Mont. p 

Mr. Kexiener. Page 107 in the book. Glasgow Air Force Base, 
Glasgow, Mont.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and_ utilities, 
$3,711,000. 
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GLASGOW AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next base to be considered is Glasgow Air 
Force Base, located approximately 18 miles north-northeast of the 
city of Glasgow, Mont. The planned use for this base is for a 
Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mission, an ADC fighter mis- 
sion, and other SAC and ADC activities. The total program being 
requested for Glasgow amounts to $3,711,000. _ , ; 

Except for the first item, all items contained in this request are 
deficiencies and there are no facilities existing which can be utilized 
for the functions involved. The first item will provide for reloca- 
tion of the existing VHF-OMNI-directional range station to a 
point 5 to 7 miles off the approach end of the primary instrument 
runway. 

Thanet item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter required 
for calibrating radar and missile guidance systems on Air Defense 
fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The next item is a prefabricated structure to house a liquid oxygen 
generator. 

The next item provides for an addition to the aircraft field mainte- 
nance shop to satisfy the requirement for performing this function. 

The next item provides for addition to the aircraft engine inspection 
and repair shop now under construction. The requirement for this 
shop to support all the assigned aircraft is $26,280. A 10,900-square- 
foot shop to support the Air Defense Command mission is now being 
constructed and the facility requested in this program will provide 
the balance of the requirement. 

The next item is for a refueling vehicle shop which is required for 
the maintenance of the refueling vehicles on this base. 

The next item will provide for an armament and electronics 
shop which is required to maintain and repair electronic accessories 
used in Air Defense Command fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The next item will provide for a ground powered equipment shop 
for maintaining, servicing, and storing approximately 227 pieces of 
ground powered equipment. 

The next item is for an installation engineer pavement and grounds 
building for the installation engineer complex. 

The next item is an addition to the evisting and programed base 
storage facility for avfuel. 

The next two items will provide an addition to the existing base 
storage facilities for diesel oil and mogas. 

The next two items will provide base storage facilities for cleaning 
solvents and conventional explosives used for training purposes. 

The next item will furnish additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item will provide ammo storage facilities for small arms. 

The next item is for an addition to the cold storage facility for 
perishable subsistence. The existing cold storage building was con- 
structed to support the Air Defense Command mission. 

The next item is a dormitory for airmen. The requirement at this 
base is for 1,925 spaces. Existing and now under construction are 
1,600 spaces. This request of 200 spaces will alleviate a deficiency 
in dormitories at this base. y 

The next item will provide a confinement facility. 
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The next item will furnish an exchange cafe/snackbar facility. 
This facility is required to serve noon meals to civilians employed at 
this base. The nearest civilian facility of this type is located in 
Glasgow, Mont., which is 18 miles away. 

The last item is an addition to the water supply facility now under 
construction: 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill 
for construction of 300 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act, as 
amended. 

The CuarrMan. This is an open session and be sure when we reach 
anything classified, it will be indicated as classified. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Now in our studies we are reducing that to $3,388,- 
000, for the items listed. 

Now in view of it being so low in priority, why can’t we let that 
ride? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, as you undoubtedly remember, we 
began a program in the 1958 supplemental to convert this base to take 
heavy bombers. This increment that you see before you here today: 
A very large portion of it is a follow-on to that increment. These 
items that you have reference to, Mr. Chairman: There is nothing 
existing there now. If we postpone them to the next year’s program, 
we feel we will be taking a risk that they won’t be ready when the 
unit is deployed in there. 

Mr. Kettener. If it is done promptly next year, Mr. Chairman, I 
believe it can be taken care of. 

The CuarrMan. That is a good explanation but we can’t afford to 
take any undue risk. I was hoping you might go along on this. But 
if you think—of course, we all recognize that the Strategic Air Com- 
mand is the backbone of everything. So as far as I am concerned, I 
am willing to let it stand, at $3,711,000. Without objection, it stands 
at $3,711,000. 

General Dreyer. Thank you, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now I find the other items. Homestead Air Force 
Base, Homestead, Fla. : Operational facilities, $410,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Ga.: Operational facilities, 
$410,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash.: Operational facilities, 
and supply facilities, $1,036,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebr.: Maintenance facilities, 
$164,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Ark.: Operational facili- 
ties, $825,000. 

Larne Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Maintenance facilities, 
$48,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Fla.: Maintenance facilities, and 
supply facilities, $866,000. 

These all seem to be warranted and justified. Without objection, 
those particular air commands will be approved. Now let us look 
at the analysis of each and every one of these, what they are for. 
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HOMESTEAD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Homestead Air Force Base is the next location 
to be considered and it is located 5 miles north-northeast of Home- 
stead, Fla. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Com- 
mand heavy bomber mission, other Strategic Air Command service 
activities and Air Force Reserve activities. Program requested 
amounts to $6,364,000 and it includes four items. 

The first item is for strengthening and widening the primary run- 
way to accommodate operation of the heavy bomber aircraft now 
scheduled for Homestead Air Force Base. 

The next item will provide —_ overruns at each end of the 
primary runway for support of aircraft should they undershoot or 
overrun the runway while landing. 

The next two items are for strengthening sections of apron and 
runway taxiway which will be subjected to continuous heavy bomber 
aircraft traffic. The fifth item provides jet blast deflectors which 
will be constructed behind heavy bomber and tanker aircraft parking 
positions to protect personnel and equipment from damage by high 
temperature, high velocity jet blasts. 

The next item for relocation of airfield lighting is necessitated by 
the runway widening and taxiway work previously listed. 

The last item provides for modification of the existing substandard 
1,500 feet of approach lighting at the southwest instrument approach 
end of the primary runway and an addition of 1,500 feet to provide a 
standard 3,000 feet with strobeacon flashers. 


HUNTER AIR FORCE BASE 


Hunter Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and it is 
situated in Savannah, Ga. The planned use of Hunter is for a 
Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission and other Strategic 
Air Command and ADC activities. The program requested for 
Hunter totals $410,000 and it provides for replacement of portions of 
the apron access taxiway and refueling apron which are now failing. 


LARSON AIR FORCE BASE 


Larson Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and it 
is located 5 miles north-northwest of Moses Lake, Wash. The planned 
use of this installation is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomb 
mission, Air Defense Command sector headquarters and other Strate- 
gic Air Command activities. The program requested for Larson totals 
$1,036,000. It is composed of the following items: 

The first item will provide shoulder stabilization on the existing 
runway access taxiway extending from the operational apron to the 
primary runway to accommodate operation of the heavy-bomber air- 
craft now scheduled for this base. 

The next item will provide jet-blast deflectors which will be installed 
behind heavy bomber and tanker aircraft parking positions to protect 
personnel and equipment from damage by high velocity jet blasts. 

The next item provides for storage of demineralized water used for 
takeoff assist for the heavy-bomber and tanker aircraft. 
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The last item is a base warehouse. The requirement for warehous- 
ing at this base is 138,750 square feet. Although 134,107 square feet 
exists, all of this space is substandard. The 16 theater of operations- 
type tarpaper-covered buildings were constructed in 1942 and 1943 
and are not economically repairable. Another structure een of 
35,706 square feet is a converted butler-type steel hangar located on 
the flight line. The warehousing contained in this request will pro- 
vide an increment of the warehouse requirement at Larson Air Force 
Base. } ; p 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, for 
construction of 330 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as 
amended. 

LINCOLN AIR FORCE BASE 


The next installation to be considered is Lincoln Air Force Base. It 
is located 4 miles west-northwest of Lincoln, Nebr. The planned use 
of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission 
and other Strategic Air Command activities. The program requested 
for Lincoln totals $164,000, and provides for four aircraft organiza- 
tional maintenance shops. No permanent facilities now exist for this 
function and maintenance crews have been forced to utilize space in 
two temporary type structures designated as squadron operations 
buildings. These buildings have deteriorated to the extent that 
wooden roof trusses have failed and are now being propped up to pre- 
vent complete collapse. 


LITTLE ROCK AIR FORCE BASE 


The next location is Little Rock Air Force Base located 5 miles 
north-northwest of Jacksonville, Ark. The planned use of this base is 
for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission and other Stra- 
tegic Air Command activities. The program requested for Little 
Rock is $325,000 which provides for the installation of a complete 
3,000 feet of standard approach lighting system with strobeacon flash- 
ers at the south end of the primary runway. 


LORING AIR FORCE BASE 


The next installation to be considered is Loring Air Force Base, lo- 
cated 4 miles northwest of Limestone, Maine. The planned use of 
this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomb mission, an 
Air Defense Command fighter mission and other Strategic Air Com- 
mand activities. The program requested for Loring amounts to 
$48,000 and it consists of modification of an existing maintenance 
dock to provide an aircraft weapons calibration shelter for calibratin 
the radar and missile guidance systems on Air Defense Gumned 
fighter interceptor aircraft. 


MAC DILL AIR FORCE BASE 


The next installation to be considered is MacDill Air Force Base. 
It is situated in Tampa, Fla. The planned use of this base is for a 
Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission, and Air Defense Com- 
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mand Weapons Employment Center and other Air Defense Command 
and Strategic Air Conseainil activities. The program requested for 
MacDill totals $866,000 and includes two items: 

The first item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter to provide 
a facility for calibrating the radar and missile guidance systems on 
fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The second item provides for construction of a base warehouse to 
alleviate a deficiency and replace existing unusable structures. 

The Cuarrman. Now that gets us down to—— 

Mr. Keiiener. Malmstrom. 

The Cuatrman. Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Mont. : 
Maintenance facilities, $1,066,000. 


MALMSTROM AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Malm- 
strom Air Force Base. It is located 5 miles east of Great Falls, Mont. 
The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command tanker 
mission, and Air Defense Command fighter mission and other Strategic 
Air Command and Air Defense Command activities. The total pro- 
gram requested for Malmstrom amounts to $1,066,000 and includes the 

ollowing items: 

The first item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter to provide 
a facility for calibrating the radar and missile guidance system on 
the fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop which 
will replace a substandard frame maintenance building constructed 
in 1943. 

The next item will provide an armament and electronic repair shop 
for maintenance and repair of electronic equipment and accessories 
used in the Air Defense fchter aircraft. 

The next item provides for construction of a parachute and dinghy 
shop. The existing substandard wood frame shop constructed in 1942 
is too small to provide space for work on dinghys and the drying 
tower is not tall enough to accommodate aircraft drag chutes. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-685 to provide an additional 
$350,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects 
approved by that law. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 400 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act, as 
amended. 

The Cuarrman. That is a parachute shop. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now you have these parachute shops all over these 
bases now, do you not ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, that is substantially correct. 

The Cuarrman. They are meeting all the requirements. This is for 
replacement and probably make it a little bit better. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, that is true, it is essentially re- 
placement but I would like to point out that the facility that is there 
now is extremely substandard and by that I mean it is one of these 
theater of operations tar-paper-sided-type buildings. 
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The CuatrMan. Put it this way: Will it interfere with your para- 
chute training? Will it interfere with the materials for the para- 
chutes, if it stands like it is today? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, the main thing that is the problem 
with this particular parachute and dinghy shop at Malmstrom is that 
the drying tower for hanging the chutes, for drying them, is a little 
low and they don’t get the proper drying that they should get. 

The Cuatrman. Well 

Mr. Ketienerr. These are pop chutes, or drag chutes. 

The CuatrmMan. What is it, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Kewiener. These chutes that he is speaking of are not the 
kind that people jump in, but rather the kind that slow down airplanes 
during landings. 

General Dreyer. Drag chutes. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Drag chutes. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Go ahead, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. General, I would like to know how you assign priori- 
ties? You start off with SAC as No. 1, and TAC is No. 2, or how 
do you go about it? 

General Dreyer. Well, sir, that is a reasonably long story but I 
will brief it down to this extent, sir, that the commands—each of the 
commands submit their program to our headquarters in order of 
priority, their priority. 

We in Air Force Headquarters, in conjunction with all of the inter- 
ested echelons of the staff, must then take the overall Air Force 
program and arrange it in order of priority. 

Mr. Rivers. How do you go about it? 

General Dreyer. That is done in two different, or three different 
conferences. 

First, we have what is called a military construction panel, made 
up of working members of the staff sections that are represented on 
the construction panel, which includes the directors, all the principal 
directors of the staff. 

Their working members go over the program first, and then they 
in their discussions arrange each of the items in a priority listing— 
not in the order of 1, 2, 3 and so on, but within an area of what we 
“— to get funded and then areas below that. 

fr, Rivers. What you expect to be funded ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir; what we can expect to get in an approved 
program. In other words, our program comes in from the field man 
times over what we can expect to get in this particular program. x 
lot of those items have to fall by the wayside. 
ae Everybody knows that SAC is the backbone of every- 
thing ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Say, SAC submitted a No. 3 priority. How do you go 
about the priorities; 1, 2, 3? 

General Dreyer. No, sir. That is the way the command will sub- 
mit their items to us. 

Mr. Rivers. How do you submit it? 

General Dreyer. But a No. 3 priority in SAC could very well be 
a higher priority than No. 1 of any of the other commands. 
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Mr. Rivers. Well—— 

General Dreyer. Not necessarily so, but it could be. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t understand that. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now, Mr. Chairman. So it is conceivable that 
something that would be vital to one command would be subordinated 
for something that wouldn’t be vital to SAC? 

General Dreyer. No, sir; I don’t think that could happen, because 
with the type of facility that is in their program, the command’s pro- 
gram, we have a staff section that is interested in that activity, that 
is support, materiel, operations—— 

Mr. Rivers. The point I want to get over: There is not the pos- 
sibility of knocking your program out of balance? You don’t want 
to be overbalanced with any one command. 

General Dreyer. No, sir. The staff as a unit, of course, has one 
interest in mind and that is to provide the strongest Air Force we can 
furnish within the dollars available. Everyone has that in mind. 
Nevertheless, every staff section has its own particular activity in 
mind when they justify the particular item they want to get in the 
program. 

The Cuarrman. In view of his explanation, I think the committee 
might be warranted in letting it stand at $1,066,000. Without objec- 
tion, it will be done. 

Now March Air Force Base, Riverside, Calif.: Operational facil- 
ities, and real estate, $6,165,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 161, Mr. Chairman. And there is a change 
there. There is a fee purchase that is going to be eliminated from 
the bill. $113,000. 

The CuHatrman. What is the amount of that? 

Colonel Jackson. That is $113,000. 

The Cuatrman. How much? 

Colonel Jackson. $113,000. 

The CHatrman. Well, let that item be reduced, then, $113,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; we agree to that. 

The Cuatman. All right. 

Mr. Kettener. There is another one, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. That is less $113,000. Figure it out there so I 
can mark my book, what that will carry. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Colonel, are you going to keep on renting that land 
at the rental of $3,885,000? 

Colonel Jackson. We feel it is a very favorable lease that we have 
there now. It is renewable. 

Colonel Payne here has additional information on it, if you would 
like to hear it. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Payne. Yes, sir, this lease expires in 1962 and we feel that 
under the terms that. we have now, it would take over 30 years to 
amortize it. And between now and the period of 1962 we may be 
able to get even a better rate. So it is not required at this time to 
acquire it in fee. 
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Mr. Lanxrorp. I don’t quite understand this. The land you have 
estimated as costing $113,000, and yet you pay an annual rental of 
$3,885,000: 

Colonel Payne. That is a mistake, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. It is.a misprint. 

Colonel Payne. It should be 3,000, instead of $3 million. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Oh. [Laughter. ] 

Colonel Jackson. That is a typographical error in our book. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Small. 

Colonel Jackson. Small. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, that item then will appear as 
$6,052,000. 





MARCH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is March Air 
Force Base located approximately 8 miles southeast of Riverside, 
Calif. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command 
medium bomb mission and other Strategic Air Command activities. 
The total program being requested is $6,165,000. 

The first item provides for construction of paved deceleration areas 
at both ends of the primary runway for support of aircraft should 
they overrun the runway end or land short. 

The next item will provide a combat operations center, the nature 
of which is classified. 

The last item will permit the procurement of land to maintain 
proper safety distance around the existing ammunition storage area. 
This land is presently being leased. 

The Cuarrman. Then the next one is—where is it, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. McCoy, Mr. Chairman, page 169 of the book. It is 
one of the new B-52 bases. 

The CuamMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Ketxiener. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman. McConnell was before 
that, 165 in the book. No change in that. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans: Operational facilities 
and community facilities, $1,039,000. 

The Cuarman. No change there. 


M’CONNELL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. McConnell Air Force Base is the next installation 
to be considered and it is located 5 miles south-southeast of Wichita, 
Kans. Its planned use is for aircraft crew training. The program 
pared for McConnell totals $1,039,000 and includes three items as 

ollows: 

The first item provides for construction of paved overrun areas at 
each end of the primary instrument runway for support of aircraft 
which undershoot or overrun the ends of the runway on landing or 
abort on takeoff. 

The next item is for the modernization of 1,500 feet of existing 
approach lights at the south end of the primary runway and addition 
ne feet to provide a standard 3,000-foot system with strobeacon 

ashers, 

The third item, an annex to the 300-seat chapel, will provide the 
necessary space for religious education, and religious social gather- 
ings for base personnel and their families. 
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The Cuarrman. The next is McCoy Air Force Base, Orlando, Fla.: 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
utilities, $8,402,000. Without objection, that item stands, 


M’COY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is McCoy Ai 
Force Base situated approximately 8 miles southeast of Orlando, Fla. 
The planned use of the base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomber mission, an Air Defense Command fighter interceptor mission, 
and other Strategic Air Command activities. The program requeste« 
for McMoy totals $8,402,000 and consists of the following items: 

The first item is for strengthening and widening the runway to ac- 
commodate operation of the heavy bomber aircraft now schedule! 
for McCoy. | d ; . 

The second item will provide paved overrun areas at each end o! 
the primary runway to support aircraft should they undershoot or 
overrun the runway while landing. 

The next two items are for strengthening sections of apron ani 
runway access taxiway which will be subjected to continuous heavy 
bomber aircraft traffic. 

The fifth item provides jet blast deflectors which will be constructed 
behind heavy bomber and tanker parking positions to protect person- 
nel and equipment from damage by high temperature and high veloc- 
ity jet blasts. 

The next item is for relocation of an ILS glide slope facility to « 
new location in compliance with runway safety clearance regulations. 

The next item for relocation of airfield lighting is necessitated by 
the runway widening and taxiway work previously listed. 

The next item is for modernizing 1,500 feet of substandard runway 
approach lighting and adding 1,500 feet to provide a standard 3,000- 
foot system with strobeacon flashers. 

The next item will provide an alert hangar to accommodate four 
air defense fighter aircraft on alert status. 

The next item, an aircraft weapons calibration shelter, is required 
for calibration of radar and missile guidance systems on the fighter 
interceptors. : : 

The next item will provide a structure for assembly checkout, and 
live storage of ammunition for the Air Defense Command fighter 
mission at McCoy. 

The last two items will furnish electrical utilities in the ADC field 
maintenance and organizational hangars, on the fighter ramp, and in 
the ADC alert hangar. These utilities are required for maintenance 
of century series aircraft. 

The Cuarmman. Now Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain 
Home, Idaho: Operational facilities, and troop housing, $1,361,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. 186. 


MOUNTAIN HOME ATR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Mountain 
Home Air Force Base situated approximately 10 miles southwest of 
Mountain Home, Idaho. The planned use of this base is for a Stra- 
tegic Air Command medium bomb mission and other Strategic Air 
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Command activities. The program request consists of two items and 
totals $1,361,000. 

The first item will provide a standard 3,000-foot system of runway 
approach lights by modification of and addition to the 1,500-foot 
substandard system existing at the northwest end of the primary 
runway. 

The other item will provide for construction of 3 dormitories to 
house 399 men. 

The requirement of this base is for 2,626 spaces. Present standard 
accommodations existing or now under construction consist of 1,787 
spaces. Also existing are 23 tarpaper-covered theater-of-operations- 
type buildings consisting of 1,008 spaces. These substandard build- 
ings are entirely inadequate, due to their type of construction, age, 
obsolete design, and high maintenance costs. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 550 units of family housing with 1 private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as 
amended. 

The Cuatrrman. Without objection, that item stands. 

Mr, Harpy. We got to turn our pages as fast as you turn it. 

The Cuarrman. Where is the next item ? 

Mr. Ke.tiener. Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebr.: Operational 


facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,802,000. Page 187. 


OFFUTT AIR FORCE BASE 


(yeneral Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Offutt Air 
Force Base. This installation is situated 1 mile southwest of Belle- 
vue, Nebr. The planed use for this base is for Headquarters of the 
Strategic Air Command, a mar Air Command tanker mission 
and other Strategic Air Command service activities. The program 
request at Offutt is $1,802,000. The itemsare as follows: 

The first item is a runway access taxiway which will enable aircraft 
to reach a takeoff position at the northwest end of the runway with- 
out taxiing up the runway as they must do under present circum- 
stances, The taxiway will also provide access from the alert apron 
to the northwest end of the runway. _ 

The next item is a warmup-holding pad at the northwest end of 
the primary runway. At present, there is no usable holding pad or 
taxiway connections at the northwest end. 

The next item is an addition to the global communications receiver 
ray A near: Elkhorn, Nebr., 30 miles from Offutt Air Force Base. 
This facility will contain additional space for equipment, storage, 
technical supplies, dormitory spaces, and recreation to support the 68 
personnel assigned. 

The next item will provide for complete standard 3,000 feet of 
approach lighting with strobeacon flashers at the southwest end of 
the primary runway. The existing 1,500 feet of approach lighting is 
substandard. 

The next item will furnish major facilities to the readiness crew 
facility. 

The next item will alleviate a deficiency in water supply at this base. 

This bill amends Public Law 85-685 to provide an additional 
$625,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects 
approved by that law. 
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In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 300 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as 
amended. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that item stands. 

Mr. Keiiener. Pease Air Force Base, Portsmouth, N.H.: Opera- 
tional facilities, and maintenance facilities, $542,000. Page 196. 


PEASE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Pease 
Air Force Base, located 3 miles west-northwest of Portmouth, N.H. 
Planned use of this installation is for a Strategic Air Command me- 
dium-bomber mission and other Strategic Air Command activities. 
The total program requested for Pease amounts to $542,000 and con- 
sists of two items. 

The first item provides for modification of the existing 1,500 feet of 
substandard approach lighting at the southeast end of the primary 
runway and addition of 1,500 feet to provide a standard 3,000-foot 
system with strobeacon flashers. 

The second item is a refueling vehicle shop. Nothing exists at this 
base for accomplishing this function, and vehicles are maintained 
outdoors. 

The Cuarmman. Why can’t we slow down on building this shop re- 
fueling plant there? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this particular facility is the same 
type that we have at so many other places covered by the bill. We now 
are accomplishing the function but it is being done outside in the 
open. 

Fhe Cuarrman. All right, without objection. 

Colonel Jackson. It is a pretty cold climate in this part of the 
country. 

The Cuairman. The item stands. 

And Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, N.Y.: Operational 
facilities and maintenance facilities, $1,134,000. 

Mr. Kewiever. Page 199. 


PLATTSBURGH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Plattsburgh Air Force Base is the next installation 
to be considered. This base is located at Plattsburgh, N.Y. Its 
planned use is for a Strategic Air Command medium-bomber mis- 
sion and other SAC activities. The program requested for Platts- 
burgh amounts to $1,134,000 and it consists of three items. 

e first item provides for paved overruns at each end of the pri- 
mary runway to support aircraft in the event of aborted takeoffs, 
short landings, or landings when braking action is poor due to rain, 
snow, and sleet. 

The second item is for modification of existing substandard 1,500 
feet of approach lighting at the northwest instrument approach end 
of the primary runway and addition of 1,500 feet to provide a stand- 
ard 3,000-foot system with strobeacon flashers. 

The third item is a refueling vehicle shop. Lack of adequate facil- 
ity has forced the use of a portion of the installation engineer storage 
shed in violation of safety criteria. 
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The Cuarrman. That item stands. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wis.: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, adminis- 
trative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$91,533,000. 

RICHARD BONG AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Richard 
Bong Air Force Base. It is located 17 miles west of Racine, Wis. 
The intended use of this base is for Strategic Air Command medium- 
bomber mission and other SAC activities. 

The first increment of facilities for this virgin site was funded 
through the fiscal year 1958 construction program and additional 
long leadtime items were programed in fiscal year 1959. The total 
amount being requested in this program is $21,533,000. 

All facilities contained in this request are deficiencies which must be 
constructed prior to activiation of the units scheduled to operate from 
Richard Bong. 

The items are: three aviation fuel truck fill stands; an addition to 
the base communications building; a communication transmitter; an 
ultrahigh frequency direction finding facility; a ground-controlled 
approach system; an instrument landing system; a rapcon center fa- 
cility; a medium-power radio beacon; a UHF-OMNI directional 
range; an eight-stall combination fire station; an addition to the base 
operations facility; a readiness alert crew building; a base photo- 
graphic laboratory; a squadrons operations building; an operational 
mission training facility; a target intelligence training building; an 
organizational maintenance hangar; an aircraft field maintenance 
shop; an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop; four large air- 
craft maintenance docks; an auto maintenance facility; a refueling 
vehicle shop; a ground-powered equipment shop for 375 pieces of 
equipment; a parachute and dinghy shop; an installation engineer 
administration and maintenance shop; a storage facility for diesel 
fuel; a segregated magazine for storage of conventional ammo; an 
ammo storage facility for bomb pods; a cold storage facility for 
perishable subsistence ; a base warehouse; a base open storage facility ; 
a base supply administration facility; a wing maintenance control 
administration facility; a base unit air police headquarters; a group 
airbase headquarters ; a squadron and wing headquarters; a dormitory 
for airmen; a dining hall for airmen; a base chapel with annex; a 
commissary store; an exchange facility; a noncommissioned officers’ 
open mess; a base theater; major utilities to support the items in this 
program ; and an access road. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-685 to provide an additional 
$1,103,000 in authorization to provide for increased costs on projects 
approved by that law. 

The CuarrMan. That item stands. 

The only item that I had in here involved was the shop refueling 
base. That is the only one we thought probably might be eliminated. 
And the same applies there as it does to the other. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, that is exactly right. 

Mr. Rtvers. I would like to ask him a question on Bong, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. The site and everything has all been resolved ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. No problems about that? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

The Cuairman. Go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kans.: Opera- 
tional facilities, $4,147,000. Page 254 in the book, Mr. Chairman. 


SCHILLING AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Schilling Air Force Base, the next location to be 
considered, is located 4 miles southwest of Salina, Kans. The planned 
use of Schilling Air Force Base is for a Strategic Air Command 
heavy bomber mission and other Strategic Air Command activities. 
The total program requested for Schillmg Air Force Base amounts 
to $4,147,000 and includes the following items: 

The first item will provide replacement of distressed concrete slabs 
in various parts of the runway and taxiway systems to support the 
heavy bomber mission. 

The next item is for widening the primary runway to support the 
— of the heavy bomber aircraft now scheduled for Schilling 


The next item will provide for the shoulder stabilization of the 
existing runway access taxiway to accommodate the heavy bomber 
aircraft. 

The next item furnishes jet-blast deflectors which will be installed 
behind heavy bomber and tanker aircraft parking positions to protect 
personnel and equipment from damage by high-velocity jet blasts. 

The last item provides for relocation of airfield lighting which is 
necessary due to the runway widening and taxiway work to be 
accomplished in this program. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 240 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National lenting Act as 
amended. 

Mr. Ketiener. No change. You didn’t indicate a change. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketizner. That is a new B-52 base, incidentally. 

Mr. Rivers. Which one? 

Mr. Keiiener. Schilling. 

The Cuarman. The next is Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Ga.: 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and community facil- 
ities, $1,505,000. 

Mr. Ketrener. Page 260 in the book. 


TURNER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Turner Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered. It is located 4 miles east-northeast of Albany, Ga. 
Its intended use is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mis- 
sion and for MTC mapping and charting activities. The program 

uested for Turner amounts to $1,505,000. The items involved 
include the following: 
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The first item is an instrument landing system facility to increase 
the all-weather capability of this base. 

The next item is a photographic laboratory facility for the MTC 
mapping and charting activities. There is no existing facility which 
can be converted to satisfy the requirement of this specialized 
function. 

The next item will provide for two small-type multiusage aircraft 
maintenance docks for the MTC aircraft assigned to this base. There 
is a requirement for seven docks at Turner to support the MTC 
mission and only two docks are presently available. 

The next item is a ground-powered equipment shop. At the pres- 
ent time a 6,813-square-foot maintenance dock is being used. This 
dock is required to support the MTC mission. There are no other 
facilities existing which could be used for this function. 

The last item, an annex to the 300-seat chapel, will provide the 
necessary space for religious education and religious seaiel antinaiin 
for base personnel and their families. There are no adequate facil- 
ities that can fulfill this requirement. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that one stays. 

Vandenberg Air Force Base, Lompoc, Calif.: Operational facil- 
ities, and real estate, $147,000. ‘That stands. 

Mr. KeLiener. 266. 


VANDENBERG AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location is Vandenberg Air Force Base. 
It is situated 8 miles south-southeast of Lompoc, Calif. The planned 


use of this base is ballistic missiles training, testing, and operations. 
The projects requested for Vandenberg in this program total $147,000. 
The program includes the following items: 

The first item will permit construction of an instrument landing 
system. The logistic concept for ballistic missiles bases includes air- 
lift for technical supplies. This concept makes it necessary to have 
an all-weather capability at this base. The ILS facility is the best 
and most economical navigational aid to assure recovery of aircraft 
under minimum weather conditions. 

The other item will permit the purchase of 73 acres of land. This 
land forms a point extending into the Pacific Ocean to the north of 
the missile launch area. The point presents a position from which 
unauthorized persons can make visual and photographic observations 

‘of preparations for missile launches. Purchase of this land is re- 
quired to give the Air Force a degree of security control. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill for 
construction of 400 units of family housing with private capital under 
the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The Cuamman. Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, N. Mex. : Opera- 
tional facilities and ground improvements, $942,000. That stands. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 269. 


WALKER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Walker Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered, It is located appeomimabely 6 miles south of Roswell, 
N. Mex. The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber mis- 
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sion, an ADC fighter mission, and activities. The total program 
requested for Walker Air Force Base amounts to $942,000 and con- 
tains three items. 

The first item will provide paved overruns at each end of the pri- 
mary runway. 

The second item is for modification of existing substandard ap- 
proach lighting at the northeast instrument approach end of the pri- 
mary runway and addition of 1,500 feet to provide a standard 
3,000-foot system with strobeacon flashers. 

The third item is for removal of hazards at both ends of the primary 
runway. 

The CuHamman. Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Mo.: 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, 
$2,406,000. 

WHITEMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Whiteman Air Force Base is the next Zone of 
Interior Strategic Air Command base to be considered. It is lo- 
cated 2 miles south of Knobnoster, Mo. The planned use of this 
base is for a SAC medium bomber mission and other SAC activities. 
The program requested for Whiteman Air Force Base totals $2,- 
406,000 and it includes the following items: 

The first item will provide for the modification of 1,000 feet of 
existing substandard approach lighting at the south instrument ap- 
proach and of the primary runway and addition of 2,000 feet to 
provide a standard 3,000-foot system with strobeacon flashers. 

The next item will furnish four large multiusage aircraft mainte- 
nance docks. Nothing exists at this _ tes which will meet this re- 
quirement. 

The next item is a refueling vehicle shop. Nothing exists at pres- 
ent for this function and the 20 refueling vehicles are being main- 
tained outdoors. 

The next item will provide modification of the ammo maintenance 
and inspection shop by removal of partitions to furnish adequate 
space for disassembling and reassembling of warheads used in the 
bomb pods. 

The last two items will provide adequate and sufficient ammunition 
storage magazines for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 350 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act, as 
amended. 

Mr. Kettener. Wurtsmith is page 280. Wurtsmith Air Force 
Base, Oscoda, Mich.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities, $2,800,000. 


WURTSMITH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Wurtsmith 
Air Force Base which is located approximately 3 miles north-north- 
west of Oscoda, Mich. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic 
Air Command heavy bomber mission and an Air Defense Command 
fighter mission. The total program being requested for Wurtsmith 
amounts to $2,800,000 and it includes the following items: 
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The first item is for a radar approach control center facility which 
is necessary to provide air traffic control under all weather conditions. 

The next item will provide for a squadron operation facility to 
support the tanker mission at this base. 

The next item is for a photographic laboratory facility. A 1,350- 
square foot unusable mobilization-type building which houses the 
facility at the present time is scheduled for demolition, to allow con- 
struction of a fire station authorized in a previous program. 

The next item provides for a 960-square foot prefabricated-type 
building to accommodate one diesel-driven LOX generating plant 
which is required for the assigned aircraft and mission. 

No other facility is available for this purpose. 

The next item will provide an addition to the aircraft field main- 
tenance shop. The requirement for this facility is 48,000 square feet. 
There is presently existing and under construction 33,700 square feet. 
The facility requested here will fill the aircraft maintenance shop 
deficiency. 

The next item is for an addition to the aircraft engine inspection 
and repair shop presently under construction. Nothing exists at this 
base for this activity and the requested facility will fill the require- 
ment to support the SAC and ADC missions. 

The next item will provide storage facilities for avfuel. There 
is existing or under construction 46,270 barrels of avfuel storage. 
This request will substantially satisfy the requirement for this fa- 
cility. 

The next item will furnish additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility required for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

The next item will provide for a cold storage facility for perish- 
able subsistence. The existing 2,280-square-foot semipermanent cold 
storage building must be removed to allow construction of the central 
heating plant railroad spur. Provision of this request will satisfy 
the requirement. 

The next item is a base warehouse. The requirement for ware- 
housing is 127,490 square feet. Existing standard facilities consist 
of 62,657 square feet. The existing five substandard mobilization type 
buildings consisting of 13,974 square feet will be demolished to make 
room for new construction. This requested 20,000 square feet will 
provide an increment toward satisfying the requirement. 

The next item is for utility extensions to service the new facilities 
in this program. 

The last item will furnish an addition to the heating plant now 
under construction. This addition is required to support the SAC 
| mission facilities proposed for this base. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 of the bill, 
for construction of 390 units of family housing with private capital 
under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act as 
amended. 

» The CHarrman. Now why can’t we postpone the building of the 
laboratory for photographic work ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would be unfair to you if I said 
we couldn’t postpone this. 

The CHatrrMAN. What? 
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Colonel Jackson. I said I think I would be unfair with you if I 
said we couldn’t postpone. At Wurtsmith they have about 1,300 
square feet of photo lab right now. 

The Cuarrman. You can get by without that item right now. Let’s 
reduce the item, the cost of that, which will be $2,691,000. Without ob- 
jection, that is approved. 

Mr. Smart, is a quorum present ? 

Mr, Smarr. A quorum is present, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. We will postpone right now any further considera- 
tion of this bill until we get a report from Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee 
on a very, very important bill. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to other business, at the con- 
clusion of which further proceedings were held as follows :) 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, we will now take 
up the Tactical Command. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, did we pass on what Wurtsmith? Did 
we finish with that ? 

The Cuammnan. Yes, we reduced that down to $2,691,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Could I ask about the cold storage plant? I didn’t 
know we finished it. 

Could I ask a question or two about that cold storage plant ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I didn’t hear any discussion of it. 

I wonder first of all when the present cold storage plant was built 
at Wurtsmith ? 

Colonel Jackson. When it was built, Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. Well, of course—I am sorry I haven’t the exact 
date with me, but I would imagine that it was probably about 1953 
or 1954. 

Mr. Harpy. In other words, it is not more than 4 or 5 years old? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And I notice that the statement is made that it is semi- 
permanent. : : oe c 

Now I am familiar with Air Force criteria, with what they used to 
call semipermanent, and frequently the only difference between what 
was semipermanent and what was permanent was the number of 
layers that you had in the roof. I don’t know what a semipermanent 
cold storage plant is. But you say here that it is substandard. In 

what respect is that plant substandard ? 

The CuHamman. Did you give Mr. Hardy an answer ? 

Mr. Kettener. Not yet. . 

General Dreyer. I believe you will find this cold storage plant, sir, 

has to be removed for construction of a railroad spur. ; 

Mr. Harpy. I am getting to that. But you made the justification F 
that it is substandard and it is a semipermanent building. I am just 
having a little difficulty in finding out where that language comes f 

fromandhowitissubstandard. — 
Colonel Jackson. The main — it is way too small. 
Mr. Harpy. I am going to get to that, too. 


Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 2 | 
Mr. Harpy. Actually isn’t it a fact that you are concerned with this 


one here because you want to tear this one down and to build a bigger 
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one to accommodate the people that are going to occupy the Cape- 
hart ? ; 

Colonel Jackson. Among other things; yes,sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You talk about doing it in order to build the rail facil- 
ity. Don’t you have a spur going through this one now! 

Colonel Jackson. Not at this particular location. 

Mr. Harpy. You have one going through the particular cold storage 
plant, do you not? 

Colonel Jackson. I don’t believe we do, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. The cold storage plant is not served by rail at all ? 

Colonel Jackson. I don’t think it is. 

Mr. Harpy. In this existing storage plant you have 28-plus square 
feet of space, which means you have a building that is not more than 
50 feet wide. And your engineers can’t bend this spur by 50 feet or 
25 feet if you got to avoid going right through the middle of it? 

Now what bothers me, Mr. Chairman, is this. They are coming in 
here with a proposition to tear down a plant that was built just a 
matter of 4 or 5 years ago, simply because—I don’t know why they 
want to tear it down. Certainly it can’t be substandard at this time. 
To talk about a semipermanent storage plant is pure poppycock. I 
don’t know why you propose to come in here and tear down a build- 
ing in such a short period of time. It had to be a permanent building. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Hardy, don’t pin us to the wall on the date 
that I said the thing was built. I am quoting purely from memory 
and it may be considerably older than that. 

Mr. Harpy. Colonel, I just don’t believe the kind of justification 
you have in that sheet. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I agree with Mr. Hardy here. 

I have been at bases where they pointed out a hangar and said how 
terrible that was. It was built 7 years ago. 

Well, all business certainly wouldn’t discard a thing after 7 years. 
This has only been 5. Or even approaching that. 

I would like to make a motion that that be dropped from the au- 
thorization. 

The Cuarrman. What is the total amount of that money ? 

Mr. Harpy. $207,000. 

Colonel Jackson. $207,000, Mr. Chairman, 

The Coarrman. Without objection, the item is reduced that amount. 
What will that make it, Mr. Kelleher? I have it—— 

Mr. Ketieuer. $2,484,000. 

The Cuarrman. $2,484,000. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, when are we going to vote on this bill? 

The Cuarrman, Just as soon as we finish it. 

Mr. Harpy. Are we going to have any opportunity for executive 
session discussion ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. Harpy. Frankly, I want to take these books and study them a 
little bit more before we vote on them. 

The Cramman. All right. The next is the Cannon Air Force 
Base, Clovis, N. Mex.: “Maintenance facilities, $800,000.” 

I find that to be all right. 

Mr. Ketiener, Page 295. 
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TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


General Dreyer. The mission of the Tactical Air Command is to 
organize, equip, train, and administer the forces assigned or attached, 
to participate in tactical air operations, including light and tactical 
bombardment, day fighter, fighter-bomber, tactical missiles, troop 
carrier, reconnaissance and support units; maintenance of liaison with 
Continental Army Command and the determination of the amount of 
Tactical Air Command resources to allocate for the training of Air 
Force and Army personnel and units in air-ground operations; and 
maintenance of a capability and development of plans for the de- 
ployment of mobile atomic strike forces for use in tactical air opera- 
tions in any area of the world independent of or in concert with other 
land, air, naval and/or amphibious forces. This program contains a 
request for $14,306,000 for Tactical Air Command and provides facili- 
ties at 11 locations. 

Included within the Tactical Air Command total program are faci- 
lities for operational and base support items totaling $12,118,000 and 
ADC missions at four bases costing $2,188,000. 


CANNON AIR FORCE BASE 


The first Tactical Air Command installation to be considered is 
Cannon Air Force Base located 7 miles southwest of Clovis, N. Mex. 
The planned use of this base is for a Tactical Air Command fighter 
mission. The program requested for Cannon amounts to $800,000 and 
consists of two items. 

The first item will provide for replacement and addition of the air- 
craft engine inspection and repair shop. The total requirement for 
this facility is 48,000 square feet. 

The structure presently being used is a 9,600-square-foot building 
constructed in 1942. This bailsting is inadequate both in structural 
quality and space requirement and will be disposed of upon comple- 
tion of this project. This request will provide approximately one- 
half of the total space required for all mission aircraft. 

The second item is a partial replacement of substandard armament 
and electronics shops. ‘The total requirement for this facility is 25,100 
square feet. Seven substandard temporary buildings, totaling 36,363 
square feet are currently being utilized for this maintenance function. 
These buildings are uneconomical to maintain and will be disposed of. 
This request will provide approximately half of the standard facilities 
needed for the base mission. 

The Cuairman, Now, England Air Force Base, Alexandria, La.: 
Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
utilities, $2,468,000. 

Mr. KeLiener. 298. 

The Cuatrman. That is all right. 


ENGLAND AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is England 
Air Force Base. This installation is located 5 miles west of Alex- 
andria, La, The planned use for this base is for a Tactical Air Com- 
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mand fighter mission, a Tactical Air Command tanker mission and an 
air defense sector of the Air Defense Command. The program re- 
quested for England amounts to $2,468,000 and consists of six items 
as follows: 

The first item will provide an instrument landing system for the in- 
strument runway. 

The next item is an alert hangar for the Air Defense Command 
fighter unit. 

The next item will provide an ammunition maintenance shop for 
processing and maintaining ammunition and explosives for the base 
mission. The requirement for this facility is 2,400 square feet and 
there are no existing structures adequate for this purpose. 

The next item will prerids a replacement for the substandard arma- 
ment and electronics shop. The requirement for this facility is 12,400 
square feet. At present, five temporary structures amounting to 
7,322 square feet are being used for this maintenance function. These 
buildings cannot be economically rehabilitated to a satisfactory con- 
dition. 

The next item will provide the structures required for storage and 
processing of ammunition and weapons of the Air Defense Command 
fighter unit. There are no existing structures that can be utilized for 
this function. 

The last item will provide the ramp and maintenance hangar elec- 
trical outlets required to supply power to maintain the Air Defense 
Command fighter unit on an alert status. 

The Cuairman. George Air Force Base, Victorville, Calif.: Hos- 
pital facilities, $2,222,000. That is all right. 


GEORGE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is George 
Air Force Base located 1 mile east of Adelanto, Calif. The planned 
use of this base is for a Tactical Air Command fighter mission. The 
program requested for George amounts to $2,222,000 and consists of 
one item. 

This item will provide a 50-bed hospital, with a flight surgeon clinic 
and 10 dental operating rooms. The 29,112 square feet existing fa- 
cility consists of substandard mobilization type construction erected 
in 1941, Existing hospital plant has deteriorated beyond economical 
repair and is deficient in square-foot area. Adequate medical facili- 
ties are necessary due to the remote location from the nearest center 
of population at Victorville, approximately 45 miles, where medical 
facilities are available. 

The Cuarrman. Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.: Mainte- 
nance facilities, $540,000. 


LANGLEY AIR FORCE BASE 
General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Langley 


Air Force Base. This installation is located 5 miles north of Hamp- 
ton, Va. The planned use for this base is for Tactical Air Command 
Headquarters, a Tactical Air Command tanker mission, and Air De- 
fense Command fighter mission and an Air Defense Command missile 
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unit. The total program requested for Langley is $540,000, It con- 


sists of two items as follows: 

The first item will provide an aircraft weapons calibration shelter 
Air Defense Command fighter unit. No facilities now exist to per- 
form this calibration. 

The other item will provide two maintenance docks for the Tactical 
Air Command medium aircraft assigned to Langley. 

These two items are necessary to provide protection from the 
weather for the maintenance and weapons calibration of mission 
aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. That is all right. 

Without, objection, Cannon, England, George, and Langley, stand 
as written. 

Mr. Kelleher, read off the items. 

Mr. KeLLeHER. Yes, sir. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz.: Supply facilities, $93,000. 
Page 310 in the book. 

LUKE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Luke Air 
Force Base. It is located 1 mile north of Litchfield Park, Ariz. Its 

lanned use is for basic jet pilot training, an air defense sector and 
ieuilen headquarters. The program requested for Luke Air Force 
Base amounts to $93,000 and consists of one item. 

This item is an addition of 10,240 square feet to the base warehousing. 
The total requirement for base warehouses is 182,302 square feet. Of 
the 120,455 square feet of warehousing existing only 12,000 square feet 
can be classified as standard usable and economical to maintain. The 
remainder consists of substandard mobilization type construction 
erected in 1941. This addition will provide storage space for equip- 
ment and supplies of the SAGE air defense sector. 

The CuatrMan. That is for a warehouse. I think that should be 
stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. DurHam. What page is that on? 

Mr. KeEtienEr. Page 310. 

Colonel Jackson. That is on page 310 of the red book, volume 2. 

Mr. Chairman, regarding this warehouse space, our records indicate 
they need about 182,000 square feet. They only have 120,000, of which 
only 12,000 is considered permanent. The balance of it is temporary 
space. 

Phe CuatrmaN, I think this $93,000 is so low that the committee is 
warranted in reducing it. 

Without objection, Luke Air Force is stricken from the bill. 

. Mr. Durnam. The whole thing? 

The CuarrmaNn. It is only $93,000. 

Mr. KELLEHER. Just one item. 

Now the next one is Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, 
S.C.: Maintenance facilities, $151,000. 


MYRTLE BEACH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreysr. The next installation to be considered is Myrtle 
Beach Air Force Base. It is located 1 mile southwest of Myrtle 
Beach, §.C. Its planned use is for a Tactical Air Command fighter 
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unit and a supporting tanker squadron. The program requested for 
Myrtle Beach amounts to $151,000 and consists of one item. 

This item is an addition to the aircraft engine inspection and repair 
shop. The requirement for this facility is 34,153 square feet of which 
15,968 square feet exists. The addition requested for this program 
will provide an essential increment to the maintenance facility. 

The CuatrMan. We find that to be all right. 

The next is Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nev.: Operational 
facilities, and maintenance facilities, $672,000. 


NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Nellis Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered which is located 8 miles northeast of Las Vegas, Nev. 
The planned use of Nellis Air Force Base is for jet pilot training, 
combat crew training and gunnery staging for the Tactical Air Com- 
mand. The program requested for Nellis Air Force Base amounts 
to $672,000 and consists of three items. 

The first item provides for replacement of low-strength pavement 
at one end of the parallel runway to accommodate the impact and jet 
engine blast of jet aircraft. 

The next item provides for similar replacement of pavement for one 
end of the instrument runway. 

The third item will provide 5,278 square feet of maintenance space 
for ground powered equipment. The total requirement for this type 
facility is 5,278 square feet. The maintenance space for this type 
equipment presently consists of badly deteriorated temporary struc- 
tures built in 1942 for other purposes and do not have the necessary 
utility connections for shop use. 

The Cuatrman. That is all right. 

The next is Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tenn.: Maintenance 
facilities, $3,249,000. 

SEWART AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. Sewart Air Force Base is the next installation 
to be considered and is located 1 mile north of Smyrna, Tenn. The 
planned use of Sewart is for a Tactical Air Command troop carrier 
mission and a helicopter support mission. The program requested at 
Sewart totals $3,249,000 and consists of two items, as follows: 

The first item is an addition to the aircraft field maintenance shop. 
The total requirement for this facility is 50,000 square feet. Of the 
34,712 square feet of this type facility existing only 8,448 square feet 
is classified as usable standard. An additional 13,563 square feet of 
this facility is authorized or under construction leaving a deficiency 
of 27,989 square feet. This project will provide a portion of this 
deficiency. 

The second item will provide an additional 12 aircraft maintenance 
docks for medium aircraft. The requirement for this facility is a 
total of 29 docks. Seven standard usable docks and one substandard 
dock exist. There is no facility at the base that can be utilized for 
this maintenance function. 

The Cuarrman. That is all right. 

Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, N.C.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $3,150,000. 
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SEYMOUR-JOHNSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next installation to be considered is Seymour- 
Johnson Air Force Base located 2 miles south-southeast of Goldsboro, 
N.C. The planned use of this base is for a Tactical Air Command 
fighter unit, an Air Defense Command fighter unit and a Strategic 
Air Command heavy bomb mission. The total program requested 
at Seymour-Johnson amounts to $3,150,000 and includes the following 
items: 

The first item is an addition to the base communication building to 
accommodate the increased load on telephone service. 

The next item is a special weapons training building to furnish 
necessary training for crews of the Strategic Air Command. There 
is no existing facility that can be used for this function. 

The next item provides an aircraft weapons calibration shelter for 
aircraft of the Air Defense Command. There is no existing shelter 
that can be used for this purpose. Aircraft must be protected from 
the elements for calibration work. 

The next item is an engine inspection and repair shop to accommo- 
date the additional missions assigned to this base. The requirement 
for this facility is 52,488 square feet. Existing facilities total 28,718 
square feet. The additional facility requested in this program will 
accommodate increased mission aircraft at this base. 

The next item provides an addition to the armament and electronics 
shop. The requirement for this facility is 37,200 square feet. There 
exists 9,989 square feet and an additional 12,400 square feet is under 
construction. 

The next item is a ground powered equipment shop. The require- 
ment for this facility is 15,000 square feet and 5,000 square feet of 
usable facility exists. 

The next item provides storage for jet fuel. The requirement for 
this storage amounts to 93,716 barrels. There exists 5,000 barrels 
and the amount requested in this program will add a necessary incre- 
ment to the total required storage. 

The next item provides multicubical ammunition storage. The 
total requirement for this facility is 25 cells and 12 cells are already 
under construction. The 13 additional cells in this program will 
provide for storage of large weapons. 

The next item provides airmen dormitories. The total require- 
ment for this facility is 3,614 spaces. There are 2,400 spaces existing. 
The amount requested in this program will add a needed increment 
to accommodate the increase in troop strength at this base. 

The next item is an addition to the dining hall. The total require- 
ment for this facility is 62,829 square feet. There is existing 30,645 
square feet and this program will add an increment necessary to 
te a 1,000-man dining hall. 

The next item will provide a 20-man officers quarters. The require- 


ment for this facility is 239 spaces. There are existing 98 usable 
standard spaces. 

The last item in this program will provide rehabilitation of the 
water supply. Since this base was reactivated the water supply has 
deteriorated both in quality and quantity. Four of the nine wells 
have been abandoned and the treatment plant is not capable of ade- 
quately treating the present supply. This project is required to de- 
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velop new water wells and provide adequate treatment in order to 
provide the minimum requirements. 

The Cuarrman. That is all right. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question there, a general 
question? I notice by the paper that you had discontinued your 
SAGE project in that area. Was that for the reason of reappraisal, 
until you get this new equipment you are going to get on SAGE? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It hasn’t been abandoned ? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The next is Shaw—— 


SHAW AIR FORCE BASE 


General Dreyer. The next location to be considered is Shaw Air 
Force Base situated 8 miles west-northwest of Sumter, S.C. The in- 
tended use of this base is for a Tactical Air Command reconnaissance 
missile and a Tactical Air Command Division Headquarters. The 
ee requested for Shaw totals $715,000. It includes two items: 

The first item will provide for the replacement and addition of 
12,000 square feet aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. The 
total requirement for this facility is 55,600 square feet. There exists 
20,056 square feet of which 16,013 is usable. The requested 12,000 
square feet will replace a badly deteriorated structure and add needed 
maintenance space. 

The second will provide maintenance docks for small aircraft. The 
requirement for this facility 1s six docks. There are no docks exist- 
ing and the docks included in this program will provide the first in- 
crement to furnish shelter for maintenance now performed on the 
open ramp. 

Mr. Rivers. That SAGE is an important thing. 

Colonel Jackson. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. That is all right. 

Colonel Jackson. We will have some more discussion on that later. 

Mr. Price. I don’t think that is too much classified. You made a 
public announcement. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s talk about SAGE later on. SAGE is not 
involved in that item. 

Mr. Price. There are four or five locations where you are delaying 
it 


‘Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 
The Cuatrman. The next is Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, 
Ariz.: “Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, $246,000.” 


WILLIAMS AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Jackson. The last Tactical Air Command base to be con- 
sidered is Williams Air Force Base located 9 miles east of Chandler, 
Ariz. The planned use of this base is for advanced flying instructor 
training, basic jet pilot training and a fighter unit. The program 
requested for Williams Air Force Base totals $246,000 and consists 
of two items: 

The first item will provide for replacement and addition to the 
base communications building. The requirement for this facility 
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is 7,212 square feet and the existing structure of 2,433 square feet is a 
deteriorated World War II structure. 

The second item will provide for replacement and addition to the 
pe ad pte equipment shop. The existing structure is a sub- 
standard, mobilization-type structure, erected in 1942. The request 
- this program will meet the total requirement for this type of 

acility. 

Ths Genscan. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, members of the committee, the next is air control and warning 
system. : 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


General Dreyer. The fiscal year 1960 MCP provides facilities for 
the improvement of the air defense control and warning system in 
the United States. 

Facilities are provided to house and support new and improved 
electronic equipment to increase the capability and effectiveness of the 
system. A large portion of the fiscal year 1960 aircraft control and 
warning construction program is directed toward providing facilities 
for major improvements to the SAGE system. A new high capacity 
computer called the solid state computer (utilizing transistors rather 
than vacuum tubes) has been developed. 

The most effective utilization of this solid state computer will be 
obtained by installing it in hardened facilities. 

Also provided in this program are operations building additions 
and communications buildings at radar sites which will enable the 
sites to support the SAGE system; additional gap filler radar sta- 
tions; new operations buildings, plus necessary land and utilities. 

Facilities are also provided to improve the living conditions of the 
personnel (and their families) who man the aircraft control and warn- 
ing sites and SAGE centers. These facilities consist of family hous- 
ing, troop housing and messing, religious and medical facilities and 
utilities. 

General base support-type projects such as storage and shops are 
also provided, as well as logistical facilities to support DEW line 
operation in Alaska. 

The CuatrMan. Various locations: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, family housing, troop housing, community facilities, utili- 
ties, and real estate, $97,257,000. 

Now, this is classified. 

Mr. KeiirHer. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. The committee will have to go in executive session. 
We will continue in executive session now until we finish the bill, 
because there are some other items classified. 

Everyone in the committee room that has no connection with this 
bill is respectfully requested to retire. All you ladies back there will 
have to retire. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded in executive session. ) 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded in open session, as follows :) 

The Cuatrman. Now, section 303(a) [reading] : 

The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop Air Force installa- 


tions and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes 
in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen research 
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and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Sec- 
retary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in 
the next Military Construction Authorization Act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, con- 
struct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip- 
ment, in the total amount of $17,500,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final 
decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken 
under this section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This 
authorization will expire as of September 30, 1960, except for those public works 
projects concerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to 
that date. 

(b) Section 303 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 636, 655) is hereby 
repealed except for those public works projects thereunder concerning which the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have 
been notified prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

I think the committee would be warranted in reducing that figure 
down to $7,500,000. 

Now, that section relates to construction on account of changes. 
We had a similar provision for the Navy. The Navy had used 
$600,000. I understand the Air Force used about $8 million. 

Why can’t you get by with $7,500,000? 

General Dreyer. Well 

The Cuatrman. That gives you leeway. 

General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, I hesitate to compare ourselves 
with one of the other services. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

General Dreyer. However, I think our problem is somewhat dif- 
ferent from the Navy. 

The Cuatrman, That is right. 

General Dreyer. Our development, sir 

The Cuatrman. How much did you use last year ? 

General Dreyer. Well, we have to consider the 1958 authorization 
along with our last year’s authorization in order to get a good picture 
of what we used last year, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, how much in 1958? 

General Dreyer. Through 1958 we used almost $33 million of the 
$50 million we had in the previous authorization. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

General Dreyer. In last year, from July 1, 1958, to March 5 of this 
year, we have $8,311,000 either totally cleared through the Congress 
or at least on its way over here for clearance. 

We have additional items over and above that in our staff. These 
under future emergency authorization would all be charged against 
that. However, in this particular instance, we could charge $8 mil- 
lion against that $50 million previous authorization we had. 

So, we don’t get a good picture unless we look at both the previous 
authorization and last year’s. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. If the question, however, is directed to the $17,- 
500,000 of last year, the Air Force used about $4.6 million of that par- 
ticular amount. d 

The Cuatrman. I think if we give you $10 million, why—if we 
give you $7,500,000 you have plenty of leeway. 
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Mr. Rivers. Could I ask the general a question ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you trying to figure out how you can spend the rest 
of it between now and last year? 

General Dreyer. No, sir. These items are items that do come up. 
I can give some good examples of the way they do come up, that 
we have no other way of accomplishing, and they have just got to 
be done—— 

Mr. Rivers. You mean you just can’t conjecture what you are going 
to have it for? 

General Dreyer. That is correct, sir. That is the purpose. 

The Cuairman. I would suggest, in view of the statement that he 
only used $4 million last year—all right, Colonel. 

olonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I think it is only fair to state 

here—as Mr. Kelleher says, there is about 4 million that has actually 
been cleared by OSD against that particular piece of authorization. 
But we had available to us previously unused authorizations of this 
type which we used in fiscal year 1959 which, if we hadn’t had, we 
would have used the portions of the 1714 we got last year. 

Now, if we consider those two together, the total we used in fiscal 
year 1959 then comes up to something pretty close to 17 million. 

The Cuairman. Well, I think the committee would be justified in 
reducing this to $7,500,000, and cutting off $10 million of this money. 

Mr. Harpy. It is too much. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is agreed to by this com- 
mittee. Make this item read “$7,500,000.” 

Now the next one is section 304(a) : 
In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the act of September 1, 1954 
(68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force is authorized 
to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family housing for occupancy as 
public quarters and community facilities at the following locations by utilizing 
foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454), or through other com- 
modity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation: 

Various locations, France, 300 units. 

Alconbury RAF Station, United Kingdom, 203 units and community facilities. 

Bentwaters RAF Station, United Kingdom, 187 units and community facilities. 

Burderop Park Hospital, United Kingdom, 152 units and community facilities. 

Croughton RAF Station, United Kingdom, 31 units. 

Greenham Common RAF Station, United Kingdom, 135 units. 

High Wycombe RAF Station, United Kingdom, 136 units. 

Lakenheath-Mildenhall Area, United Kingdom, 468 units and hospital facilities. 

Ruislip (West) RAF Station, United Kingdom, community facilities. 

Sculthorpe RAF Station, United Kingdom, 61 units and community facilities. 

Welford RAF Station, United Kingdom, 31 units. 

Wethersfield RAF Station, United Kingdom, community facilities. 

Woodbridge RAF Station, United Kingdom, community facilities. 

Classified location, 333 units and community facilities. 

Now, we come to the Agricultural Trade Development and Assist- 
ance Act, with reference to Commodity Credit houses abroad. 

Now here is a list of them in here. 

(The list is as follows :) 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amendments 
of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force is authorized 
to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following 


locations : 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Arkansas, 470 units. 
Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Indiana, 300 units. 
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Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio, 150 units. 
Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 300 units. 
Columbus Air Force Base, Mississippi, 340 units. 
Craig Air Force Base, Alabama, 200 units. 

Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, 250 units. 

Dow Air Force Base, Maine, 480 units. 

Blisworth Air Force Base, South Dakota, 190 units. 
Glasgow Air Force Base, Montana, 300 units. 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota, 470 units. 
Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi, 240 units. 
Kinross Air Force Base, Michigan, 285 units. 

K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Michigan, 260 units. 
Larson Air Force Base, Washington, 300 units. 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Texas, 110 units. 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, 400 units. 
Mather Air Force Base, California, 230 units. 
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, 320 units. 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho, 550 units. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, 300 units. 
Schilling Air Force Base, Kansas, 240 units. 

Vance Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 170 units. 
Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, 400 units. 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Missouri, 350 units. 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, 390 units. 

The CHatrmMan. We have to continue to build them. Now lets 
study the justification for them. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

The Cuairman. Then following that are the Capehart units. 

That gets down to section 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, you have a letter signed by Senators 
Mansfield and Murray. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Relating to two of the bases—Glasgow—— 

The Cuatrman. Wait one minute. Without objection, the commit- 
tee agrees to section 304, which is that part of the section which is 
with reference to the Commodity Credit houses abroad. 

Now we will take up the Capehart houses in the United States, 
starting on page 39. 

All right, what did you say ? 
Mr. Ketiener. The two Senators signed this letter jointly, Mr. 
Chairman. It refers to Glasgow Air Force Base and Malmstrom. 

In the case of Glasgow, the Senators feel that instead of 300 units 
there should be 500 units there. 

In the case of Malmstrom, they think instead of 400 there should 
be 560 units. 

I assume that those figures are the requests made by the Air Force 
in each instance? on 

General Curtin. Those were the minimum requirements stated by 
the Air Force in each case. 

The Cuarrman. But they were turned down by the Budget? 

General Curtin. That is correct. 

Mr. Anverson. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHARMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to move that the Glas- 
gow Air Force Base unit be changed from 300 to 500. 

Mr. Chairman, if I may explain the situation. Glasgow is one 
of the new bases, just being built up on the Canadian border. It is 
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in an isolated area. There is no town taking up any of the additional 
housing. 

The need for the housing, of course, is evident by the importance 
of the base. 

The lack of housing that would develop would seriously handicap 
the possibility of this base carrying out their very important national 
defense mission on our northern reach. 

The criteria that the Department of the Budget has used is that 
they shall have 75 percent of the minmum amount of housing 
necessary. 

That criteria might be all right if there was any other housing 
that could be used. But in the case of Glasgow, there is just no other 
housing. 

Mr. CuatrMan. There are two projects in your State, is there not? 

Mr. Anperson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And one of these projects is in your district ? 

Mr. Anverson. Both of them are in my district, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is what I am geting at. Both of them are 
in your district. Well—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. ANnperson. They are in somewhat different categories, sir, 
and that is why I made the motion for Glasgow separately. Glasgow 
is in an area where both of 

The Cuarrman. Well, the Budget did not recommend it, is that 
correct ? 

General Curtin. That is correct. Actually it was the office, Secre- 
tary of Defense, that cut this item back. 

Mr. Rivers. It is not the Budget. 

General Curtin. The Bureau of the Budget 

The Carman. Is there military need and necessity for it? 

General Curtin. Yes, sir; I support the statement that Glasgow is 
perhaps the most remote, if that be a good description, of any of the 
major and important bases that we have, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmaN. It is very remote? 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, without objection, these—— 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. The colonel was cut off—the general 
was cut off there when he was asked, “Was this cut back by the 
Budget ?” or—I think he said, “No, it was not,” but it was the Secretary 
of Defense. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. That is correct. 

General Curtin. Actually if my memory serves me correctly in 
this particular case, the Bureau of the Budget increased the amount 
from some lower figure, which escapes my mind, to the present 300- 
unit figure that is in the budget. 

Mr. Rivers. Will the gentleman yield? This is handled by Mr. 
Bryant’s office. 

Mr. Becker. Yes. But the point I was trying to get at here—the 
interruption there. It was not the Budget that cut this down, but 
increased it a the 300, from the lower figure up to the 300. Ap- 
parently Mr. Bryant had cut it below the 300 and the Budget in- 
creased it up to the 300. 
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Now, if it was increased up to the 300 between the two of them, it’ 
ought to be a reasonably satisfactory figure. The Budget is usually 
the cuttingest group. But here you have your budget increasing it 
up over the Defense Department to 300. So it looks like it ought to 
be a reasonable figure. 

The Cuatrman. May I ask the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. Anpverson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. How many units for Glasgow ? 

Mr. Anperson. 500 are the requirement to provide 90 percent of 
the housing that is required in that area. 

The Cuatrman. That is an increase of 200 units? 

Mr. Anperson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many for the other place ? 

“Mr. Anperson. In the other one, from 400 to 560. 

The Cuarrman. What is the other base ? 

Mr. Anverson. 560 instead of 400. 

The Cuarrman. What is the name of the base ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Malmstrom. 

Mr. Norsiap. Where is that located geographically ? 

Mr. Anperson. Malmstrom is about 70 miles from the Canadian 
border. 

Mr. Ketiener. 560 for Malmstrom. 

The Cuarrman. There is 400 now at Malmstrom ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. That is to 500 what 

Mr. Anperson. 560. 

Mr. Keviener. 560. 

The Cuarrman. 560. 

Mr. Keviener. 560. 

The Cuairman. Well, without objection, this Capehart housing 
unit is increased at Glasgow by 200 units and at Malmstrom 106 
units. 

Mr. LanxKrorp. 160. 

Mr. Smart. 160. 

Mr. Keiiener. 260 or 160? 

Mr. Smart. Four to five hundred and sixty. 

Mr. Ketiener. Oh, yes, 160. 

The Cuarrman. 560. 

: Mr. Keturues. What about Travis? Are you trying to add 
ravis? 

General Curtain. We haven’t a clearance to do that. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sivers 

Mr. Rivers. I want to ask the colonel about Charleston. 

Down at Charleston the Air Force came down there. It is the only 
port of embarkation they have south of Dover. They put in for 350 
additional units. Of all the people, the FHA not only approved it 
but got to be the sponsor for it, because of the critical need for it. 

I went to the chamber of commerce. They are being very conserva- 
tive. Even they were for it. I went to the other group—the real 
estate people, who are always against everything. They were for it. 

It got up through channels and everybody in the Air Force ap- 
proved. It got over to Mr. Bryant’s office. They cut it down because 
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‘they said the community wouldn’t support. I said, “Well, I happen 
to be the ee [ 

So they summarily cut it out. Now listen to this, Mr. Chairman. 

And additionally to that, the Navy dispersed three squadrons of 
warships there. ‘That is going to bring an additional requirement on 
Charleston of 5,000 additional units. That is 5,350. There is no pro- 
vision in law for those 5,000. 

The community raised $15 million for the Navy, but they can’t raise 
money for the Capeharts. 

Mr. Becker. Let’s give you 2,000 more. 

Mr. Norgxap. Yes, make a motion and we will back you. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. So my motion is the least we can do is 
give the Air Force 350. We need 5,500. 

The Cuairman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Noreuap. I second it. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I want to move we go back to these items 
in Massachusetts. 

Mr. Harpy. Would you mind telling me where they are? 

The Cyamman. Without objection, the items in reference—how 
many items at Charleston ? 

Mr. Rivers. 350. 

The CuarrMan. 350 will be approved in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, sir. 

The Cratrman. Now there is one item here we must hold up, 
Schilling Air Force, Kans. Mr. Wint Smith wants to appear in 
opposition to it. So we won’t pass on that one. 

Now, members of the committee, that gets down to the deficiency 
authorizations. . : 

There are in the bill five, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. They total $2 million plus. 

The Cuarrman. Now I am going to recognize Mrs. St. George. 
Mrs. St. George. ; 

Mrs. St. Gzorce. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

There is a question that I would like to bring up at this time. We 
have already passed the point in the bill, but I notice that we have 
done that in another instance, so I am sure you will not object. That 
is the Lackland Air Force Base. 

Now, of course, General, and gentlemen of the Air Force, you 
realize that we are going to have to defend this bill on the floor of 
the House. 

On the 5th day of March our colleague, Mr. Gross, of Iowa, who is 
a very diligent worker and always seems to find out a great many 
things that other Members do not seem to be aware of, put quite a 
long piece in the Record. He spoke on the floor. This is on page 
3074 of the Record of March 5. 

He said, among other things—I am not going to read the whole 
thing to you. Hesaid: 

Mr. Speaker, I have written the Secretary of the Air Force to demand an 
explanation. In particular I want to know if it is in fact, official Air Force 
policy that recruits are required to roller skate as part of their training and 
at their own expense. 

Now the contention is that a roller skating rink has been built at 
Lackland Air Force Base. This all comes out in this very long article, 
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and that the recruits are forced to use it and pay for the use of it out 
of their own pockets. 

The understanding is that it was not built with Government funds, 
but that the Air Force asked to have it built and it was built by a 
concessionaire who, in turn, was told that he, of course, could take in 
any money that would be derived from it, because naturally he was not 
going to do it for nothing. And as this will surely come up on the 
floor—I can assure you of that—I think we would like to know what 
the answer to it is, if you have that answer, and if you don’t have it 
now, I think it should be supplied for the record, Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. Are you familiar with it? 

General Dreyer. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now let me tell you one thing. You be sure and 
get a complete answer. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Yes, sir 

The Cuatrman. I am grateful for Mrs. St. George—I will read the 
Record, but—I missed it. I am very grateful to Mrs. St. George for 
bringing that to the committee’s attention, because surely Mr. Gross 
will ask me about that. Mr. Smart, do you know anything about 
that ? 

Mr. Smart. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. I know a whole lot I would like to forget about it. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know anything about it ? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. What do you know? 

Mr. Smarr. I know that some 35 to 40 Members of the House and 
Senate have clipped that article out of True magazine. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. That is correct. 

Mr. Smart. Which is the genesis of this article in the Record, and 
have sent it to the Air Force for response. 

As Mrs. St. George has pointed out, a private citizen in Texas, 
through arrangements with the post exchange personnel, arranged to 
build a skating rink at Lackland Air Force Base at quite considerable 
capital investment. 

It turned out that an arrangement was made whereby the trainees 
could take a part of their physical training there by going to the 
skating rink and paying 50 cents an hour out of their own pockets in — 
order to do it. 

The situation finally degenerated into a conflict between the com- 
manding officer, a General Grills, and a Colonel Symrl who appears 
to be the base commander, or was at that time. 

Mr. Kitpay. Wing commander. 

Mr. Smart. Wing commander; that is correct. In any event after 
a long series of hearings, which lasted approximately 2 years, Colonel 
Symrl was retained on active duty by Sunken of the Secretary of 
the Air Force. 

General Grills was transferred to another installation. The civilian 
manager of the post exchange, who had entered into or supervised the 
initial contract, was fired from his job and currently there is in com- 
mand of Lackland Air Force Base as the wing commander the first 
commandant of cadets of the Air Force Academy, apparently an 
outstanding officer. ; 





1272 


Mr. Kupay. He is base commander. 

Mr. Smart. I stand corrected again. He is base commander. 

Now back to the skating. The original owner of it has transferred 
it, sold it to some other individuals. Among other finds by the 
Secretary of the Air Force is that a 10-year contract to amortize a 
capital investment of a concession contract at a post exchange is far 
too long a period in which to permit such a thing to occur. 

I understand that it has now heim reduced to a maximum of 5 years. 
That is point No. 1. 

Point No. 2, as to whether or not trainees are required to go to the 
skating rink and pay money out of their own pocket to engage in 
physical training, the answer is “No.” 

They are permitted to go there on an optional basis when engaging 
in nonsupervised physical education training. 

That is the only aspect of the problem remaining, which it seems 
to me might still be of some cause for concern, and that is whether 
or not young men freshly admitted into military training who have 
to undergo a prescribed course of physical training—whether or not 
even on an optional basis they should be permitted to patronize a com- 
mercial activity, paying for it out of their own pockets. 

I believe that the remaining questions involved in this, Mrs. St. 
George, have been answered by the Secretary satisfactorily, but this 
does not discuss the original problem. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Smart. 

In view of the fact-—— 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. May I say one thing, that I think the thing we 
want to get at—this is probably as Mr. Smart very ably stated, cleared 
up by now, that is its worst features. But what I can’t quite get 
through my mind was by whose authority anyone was allowed to build 
this thing on Air Force property, which apparently was done. I think 
that is what we want to prevent in the future. I don’t think we can 
prevent what has gone in the past. 

Mr. Smart. I think you will find total agreement from the Secre- 
tary of the Air Force down, at this time. 

The Cuarrman. The gentleman from Texas—this is in his district. 
He has looked into it. Mr. Kilday is quite familiar with it, no doubt. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, I brought this to the attention of the 
Hébert subcommittee 2 weeks ago. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Courtney is having it investigated now. 

The Crarrman, All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter that has been hashed 
over in the newspapers in Texas for almost 3 years. It was active for 
a period of about 2 rie It was a very unfortunate situation. 

The manner in which it was built was that it was a post exchange 
concession, contract which was made. 

I am not positive about it, but my recollection is that it was ap- 

roved in headquarters of the Air Force before it was built, because 
it was of such size and expense. 
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It cost a lot of money, there is no doubt about that. Many non. 
grew out of this. There was an investigation and Inspector General’s 
report of the entire operation of the post exchange system. Asa result 
of that, as Mr. Smart said, the civilian manager who had been there 
for a long time was removed after hearings. Jat ¢ 

Colonel Symrl was in command of one of the training wings on the 
base. He publicly criticized his own commander about what was 
being done out there. f 

It resulted in a board of officers being convened to determine his 
status, as to whether he should remain on active duty in the Air Force. 
And the board of officers eliminated him from the service. 

That was reversed personally and individually by the Secretary of 
the Air Force, at his own responsibility, when it came before him on 
the question of approving the action of the board to remove him. 

The article that was in True magazine is a rehash of what has been 
in the papers for a period of about 2 years, written by a newspaper 
reporter on one of the San Antonio newspapers. I am sure you will 
never find another officer of the Air Force or civilian official who 
would approve a project of this kind, because it has been the hottest 
thing that has hit the Air Force, I imagine, since long before unifica- 
tion. So I don’t think we need to worry about that happening in the 
future, that there will be another one like this. 

Mr. Smart referred to the period of contract. The contract on 
its face I don’t believe had originally a definite period of time. But 
the Inspector General’s report was that notwithstanding that good 
faith of the Air Force had been pledged in permitting such an ex- 
tensive building to be made on Air Force property and that it had 
thereby lost its freedom of action in connection with a matter of 
this kind, that while there was no commitment that it would be main- 
tained until amortized, that there was still some degree of moral 
obligation to permit it to be amortized. 

I don’t think you could ever find out from all of the evidence 
whether anybody was required to use this skating rink. You will 
find as many witnesses one way as the other. I don’t think there is 
any question, though, but that the boy who did use it was permitted 
to count that as a part of, say, calisthenics, 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Yes. 

Mr. Kizpay. Or something of that kind. 

It has been a very unfortunate experience for the Air Force and 
one that at all levels was not handled properly as it came along. 

There have been many, many, many actions about this matter. It 
is unfortunate for the Air Force that it has been rehashed by the very 
recent article in True magazine. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Kilday. 

Now, we will be able to talk intelligently about this matter on the 
floor of the House on the skating rink. 

Now, members of the committee, I ask that Mr. Kelleher may be 
permitted to change the figures to correspond with what deductions 
and increases might occur in the bill. 

Now, that completes the Air Force section of the bill. I want to 
take this—have you anything, General ? 
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General Dreyer. I would like to have your permission, Mr. Chair- 
man, to insert into the record the answers to the questions that were 
raised on Friday, at the last session. 

The Cuatrman. Put that in the record. 

(The document is as follows:) 

1. The lists of base closures requested and the disposition of major 
activities is as follows: 


Air Force installations inactivated in fiscal year 1959 


INSTALLATION DISPOSITION OF MAJOR ACTIVITY 


Bryan AFB, Tex.; Hearn Aux Field, Reduced pilot training rate made pos- 
Tex.; Hondo AFB, Tex. sible absorption of functions at other 
Air Training Command bases within 
existing resources. 
Parks AFB, Calif. (transferred to Centralized personnel processing elim- 
Army). inated. Functions now performed at 
individual’s home station. 
Foster AFB, Tex Units inactivated. 
Campbell AFB, Ky. (transferred to AF mission continues at reduced 
Army). strength, by Army provision of ad- 
ministrative support. 
Laurinburg-Maxton AFS, NW, Savan- Functions consolidated within other 
nah Storage Station, Ga. existing AMC resources. 
Tierra-Amarillo AFS, N. Mex Inactivated. 





Air Force installations to be inactivated during balance of fiscal year 1959 and 
fiscal year 1960 


INSTALLATION DISPOSITION OF MAJOR ACTIVITY 


Vincent AFB, Ariz. (to be transferred Weapons employment center transfers 
to Navy). to MacDill AFB, Fla. 
Palm Beach AFB, Fla. Air Trans Wing moved to Tinker AFB, 
Okla. Mapping and charting to 
Turner AFB, Ga. Flying training to 
Tinker AFB, Okla., and to Brookley 
AFB, Ala. 
Ardmore AFB, Okla. Troop carrier units moved to Sewart 
AFB, Tenn. 
Montgomery AFS, Ala., Cheli AFS, Functions consolidated within other 
Calif., Slack AFS, La., Baton Rouge existing AMC resources. 
AFS, La., Philadelphia Storage Sta- 
tion, Pa. 


AF supporting units at installations listed for closure have been or will be 
inactivated. Personnel made available, redistributed to satisfy other AF re- 
quirements. 

2. With respect to the deactivation of activities or the reduction of activities 
at bases which will continue to be active, there has been a redistribution of 
manpower in consonance with the current and projected force structure, particu- 
larly in the defense and tactical areas. For instance, development of SAGE and 
its consequent automation of aircraft control and warning activities, reductions 
in manned fighter aircraft, and introduction of missile defense units have caused 
significant redistribution of personnel. Further, these modernization actions 
indicate a possible realinement of functions within subordinate air defense force 
headquarters. The AF is currently studying this problem but has not as yet 
reached the point where a statement can be made as to whether any significant 
strength redistribution among command control organizations will be effected. 
Likewise, the continuing dispersal of the strategic force will create additive 
— strengths at some locations while reducing the base population at 
others. 

For example, strategic heavy bombers, formerly deployed as a complete wing 
at each of 11 locations, are being dispersed to a squadron at each of 33 bases. 
The dispersal has required additional personnel and facilities at the dispersed 
bases. Continued utilization of facilities at the original bases is possible due to 
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the change in equipment of the heavy wings. The original bases were con- 
structed toward providing for a full wing of 30 B-36 type aircraft. A heavy 
bomb squadron now assigned at each base contains 15 B-52’s and 10 KC-135's 
or 25 heavy aircraft much more technically complicated than the 30 B-36’s 
formerly assigned. Personnel redistribution will also occur as a result of an 
increase in the heavy bomber force and jet refueling aircraft along with a re- 
duction of medium bombers and propeller driven refueling aircraft. In addi- 
tion to these factors, military strengths in overseas areas are scheduled for re- 
duction to meet the increasing requirements of force modernization in the 
United States. 

With respect to increased training loads, students on technical training bases 
are increasing in fiscal year 1960 and beyond over the fiscal year 1958-59 period. 
This is attributable primarily to increased procurement of airmen beginning 
in fiscal year 1960 which increases our training requirements. In fiscal year 
1958 and fiscal year 1959, when Air Force strength was decreasing, it was not 
necessary to offset all nonreenlistment losses with new procurement. Conse- 
quently, fewer numbers of new airmen were procured with a resultant decrease 
in training requirements and student loads. In fiscal year 1960 and beyond, 
the strength levels off, and all nonreenlistment losses must be replaced. This 
means an increase in airmen procurement with a resultant increase in training 
requirements and student loads. 

The Cuarman. I want to take this opportunity to compliment the 
general and his able assistant, the colonel, and the other colonel here, 
in the forceful manner in which the Air Force officers in charge of 
the bill have presented this to the committee. 

Now I am going to ask Mr. Kelleher on my behalf to prepare me 
a letter to write to the Secretary of the Air Force in reference to the 
forcible manner that these witnesses have appeared before the Armed 
Services Committee presenting these items—the general and these 
two colonels there. 

General Dreyer. I appreciate that very much. 

Colonel Jackson. I certainly appreciate it, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel EpMonps. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. What is your name? 

General Dreyer. Colonel Jackson. 

The Coarrman. What is your name? 

Colonel EpmMonps. Edmonds. 

The CuHarrman. Two good names, all right. Prepare that letter 
forme. Thank you very much, General. 

General Dreyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman, I just want to ask one question. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. According to your statement, sir, you said we were 
cutting this bill or postponing cutting, or whatever you said you had 
in mind, of around $20 million. 

The Cuarmman. What it is: I was hoping this, that, after Mr. 
Kelleher and I studied this bill for the Air Force, we would be able 
to reduce it by about $69 million. But I don’t know what it is going 
to wind up. 

But we have done a rather constructive piece of work, without 
hurting the services. We will just have to stand on the record. 

The CuatrMan. Well, off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Now. members of the committee, we will have to take a recess—will 
the Army be ready tomorrow, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. KetieueEr. Yes, sir; they will. 
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The Cuarrman. All right, we will meet at 10 o’clock in the morn- 
ing to take up the Army. Then we will finish the bill. Thank you, 
General, very much. 

General Dreyer. Thank you, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 3 p.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene at 
10 a. m., Tuesday, Mar. 10, 1959.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, March 10, 1959. 
The committee met at 10:15 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 
The Cuairman. Now let the committee come to order. 
Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H.R, 4414. 
This morning we will take up the Army phase of this bill. The 
Army’s portion is for $231,252,000. 
We have the pleasure this morning of having our former distin- 
uished colleague and or former distinguished chairman of the Armed 
otis Committee, the Honorable Dewey Short, Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Army for Manpower, Personnel, and Reserve Forces. 
Mr. Secretary, it is a pleasure to welcome you here again to present 
the Army’s views with reference to the military construction bill. 
Secretary Suort. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, to 
serve in the Congress of the United States is a very rare privilege 


and high honor that relatively few of our citizens ever enjoy. But 
anyone who has served in this great forum of the American yp a 
] 


who is frequently chosen by them and responsible to them, will cher- 
ish forever the lasting friendships he forms while serving in Congress. 
And, more than that, he will thank a benign and beneficent providence 
that in every time of crisis the American people, regardless of their 

olitical differences or divergencies of opinion, can unite on the great 

asic fundamental principles that underlie this Republic. And when- 
ever we face imminent peril or grave danger, we can forget petty 
differences and can act in unity and solidarity. 

I am sure the members of this committee, when we have often had 
our own little squabbles and differences—we usually iron them out 
behind locked doors and present a united front when we go over to 
the floor of the House. We realize that in these trying and trouble- 
some times, and particularly at this grave hour, there never was a 
greater need for unity and solidarity among all our people in the 
Congress, in the Pentagon and all branches of the Government, and 
in all States of the Union, than there is at this critical moment. 

I am afraid our present situation is more serious than most of our 
people realize, but because it is grave I think is all the more reason 
we should remain calm, cool, collected, be firm without being provoca- 
tive, and to consider as members of this committee always have done, 
regardless of which side of the aisle you sit on over in the House or 
on this committee, that we put the defense and security of this Nation 
paramount above everything else. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Short. Your remarks are very, 
very pertinent. 
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Secretary Suorr. Before the Army’s construction program is pre- 
sented to you, Mr. Chairman, I would like to begin with a brief 
mention as to how this program fits into the overall defense picture. 

To provide a defense against aggression regardless of form, scope, 
or location requires hardhitting ground, air, and naval forces with 
great strategic and tactical mobility and equipped with the most up- 
to-date weapons. Forces must be in readiness for deployment to any 
area of the world and must be equipped for fluid and flexible deploy- 
ment over large areas. In order for the Army to contribute its share 
to the overall national defense effort, it is necesssary to have organi- 
zations, doctrine, equipment, and facilities all consistent with the 
most modern scientific advances. 

I would underscore this next sentence. Modernization is a continu- 
ing must if the Army is to accomplish its assigned mission. 

I would say that modernization of our Army on the pentomic 
organization is of first importance. And that is without derogation 
to any other phase of any other branch of our armed services. Be- 
cause if we had to fight tomorrow or next month or next year, you 
gentlemen would do well to ask, “What are you going to fight with?” 

The Army program is based on an end strength of 870,000 for the 
Active Army. This force must be so trained, equipped, and strate- 
gically mobile that both the potential enemies and our Allies are 
convinced—and it is just as necessary to convince our Allies as our 
enemies—that the United States possesses a force capable of meeting 
aggresson anywhere in the free world. 

Part of the Army’s combat forces are positioned in oversea areas. 
You gentlemen know how many divisions we have and where they are. 
Their very presence has been a deterrent to aggression in the countries 
in which they are stationed. 

That is why our potential enemy is so eager to get them out. 

Another part of the Army’s combat-ready forces is stationed in the 
United States, trained to move on a moment’s notice to any part of 
the world. This force includes the Strategic Army Corps which we 
attempt to maintain at peak efficiency and is located at installations 
throughout the United estes. Backing up these combat forces are 
three divisions which provide STRAC reinforcement and a part of the 
essential training base for the Army. A third part of the Army ready 
for immediate action is the units of the U.S. Army Air Defense Com- 
mand manning the Nike-Ajax and Nike-Hercules battalions protecting 
our large cities and essential installations. 

Now I would like to make a few comments on the Army portion 
of this authorization request. I might say it isa very austere program. 
It has been trimmed and cut to the bone. 

First of all, I’m sure that the committee recognizes that this is a very 
small request and may wonder why it isn’t larger. The answer is 
fairly simple. We still want to put under construction in fiscal year 
1960 many projects you have previously approved, and also the con- 
struction requests from our field commanders have been carefull 
reviewed to insure that only those absolutely necessary have been left 
in this austere program. 

As you know, your colleagues on the Appropriations Committee 
gave us only $230 million last year to finance both the $309 million 
of fiscal year 1959 new authorization that you granted, and the general, 
prior years’, and amendments to prior years’ authorizations planned 
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for funding, totaling some $70 million; thus, we had $230 million to 
do $379 million worth of projects we had hoped to fund last year. 
Now we must devote a considerable portion of the appropriations we 
are requesting this year to finance projects you have already authorized 
in previous years. We have no intention of coming over here asking 
for a lot of authorizations we don’t intend to fund. Of course, we 
need some elbow room, a little cushion or margin for safety’s sake. 
But no man has fought harder than has the present occupant of the 
chair, the distinguished chairman of this committee, to narrow the 
wide and costly gaps between authorizations and appropriations in 
— gone by. And I want to assure the chairman and all the mem- 

ers of this committee that at least the Army in the Department of 
Defense is putting forth every effort to carry out your wishes and to 
achieve your goal in this particular respect. 

And, as General Seeman will explain in detail, the Army’s present 
program envisages reducing the present $365 million of unfinanced 
authorization to $131 million by the end of fiscal year 1960. I know, 
Mr. Chairman, that you will agree this is a step in the right direction. 

Now, I don’t want to take the time of the committee quoting all 
the details of the breakdown of this modest Army request. This will 
be done by General Seeman and his associates who are much better 
prepared, after a long, exhaustive, and detailed study, to give you 
than I could possibly hope to do. 

However, f am concerned over the bread-and-butter portion of this 
program—the troop and family housing. Smart aggressive members 
in our noncommissioned and commissioned ranks are the key to 
leadership for our Army of tomorrow. Unless we provide suitable 
living conditions for these people, we could well be left with a high 
proportion of inadequate personnel who are willing to live in in- 
adequate quarters. Men will work hard for long hours under effective 
leaders provided they have adequate facilities to go home to when 
the day’s work is done. 

This bill has 326 units of family housing to be financed with ap- 
propriated funds, 6,199 units of title VIII (Capehart) housing 
‘which we propose to amend to 7,399 units), and 557 units to be 
financed with surplus commodity funds. In addition, it contains 
2,165 barracks spaces and 164 BOQ spaces. We must not overlook, 
gentlemen, the importance of these projects while considering the 
more glamorous missile facilities. 

Our new authorization request this year amounts to $231 million. 

However, I think the committee will also be interested to know 
that this bill contains $142 million (or 62 percent of this request) for 
missile facilities. This includes $56 million for tactical onsite con- 
struction worldwide, $19 million for training and maintenance facili- 
ties, and $67 million for our research, test, and development facili- 
ties. For Army aviation, we have $7.7 million, and medical facilities 
amount to $7.5 million. 

Mr. Chairman, I have only briefly touched on the several sections 
of this bill. We have endeavored to make existing facilities meet our 
requirements wherever possible and are seeking authorization only 
for such projects needed to accomplish our Army mission within 
available resources. 
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I want to thank you and all members of the committee for your 
close attention, and I know we will get your earnest consideration 
and I trust that we will not be cut a dollar. [ Laughter. ] 

The CuHatrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. It is a pleasure to 
have this clear-cut statement from you this morning. 

I want to say at the outset that I, too, hope the committee will not 
consider the glamorous missile facilities to the detriment of these 
houses and the personnel requirements. 

I have examined this bill and I am happy to say that I find my- 
self in general and complete accord with the main portions of the 
line items in the bill. It is a close bill. 

The Army is making a magnificent record in narrowing the gap be- 
tween authorizations and appropriations. And I think when the com- 
mittee finishes this hearing you will not have any complaint to find 
with the handiwork that your old colleague that served here with you 
has done. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Suorr. Whenever any of you get hungry, come over to 
the Pentagon and I will buy you a good lunch. I hope you don’t all 
come at once. [Laughter. ] 

The CHarrMan. Tew, members of the committee, the next witness 
is General Seeman. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, I know how busy you are and there is no need 
for you to stay here unless you desire to do so. 

e will excuse you if you have other obligations. And I am satis- 
fied that these distinguished officers will present fully the Army’s re- 
quirement in detail as we will read the line items of the bill. 

Secretary Snort. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman certainly does 
know that I have other work to do, because he has given me two or 
three assignments. Still he is the big chief and the boss, I thank you 
very much for your generous consideration. [Laughter.] 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, the next witness 
is Gen. L. E. Seman, Director of Installations. 

Now, General, the committee will be glad to have you present your 
statement. 

General Sreman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

It is my responsibility to present to your committee the Army title 
of the Department of Defense, military construction authorization 
program for the fiscal year 1960. 

I specifically say the military construction authorization because, as 
you know, we presented to your committee under Mr. Rivers, the Mili- 
tary Construction Army Reserve Forces, on the 27th of February, 
which is another title of this bill. 

In the Army section, title I, of the proposed bill now before this 
committee, the Army is requesting a total construction authorization 
of $231,252,000 including $17,500,000 for authorization unspecified 
as to projects. This unspecified authorization is similar to legislation 
of last year; it is intended to provide the Army with a responsive 
flexibility to meet sudden changes or additions to Army missions and 
to take advantage wherever possible of new and unforeseen advances 
in weapons development or research and development requirements. 

Within the proposed bill the Army title has been divided into five 
sections, each dealing with a specific number of organizational, com- 
mand or functional segments of the Army’s requirements. With your 
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permission, I would like to describe these briefly. First is section 101 
which contains authorization requested for the technical services in- 
stallations, our Field Force facilities within the six Continental 
Armies and the Alaska Command, the Army air defense program at 
various locations within the United States and for the overseas com- 
mands and task forces in the Pacific, European, and Caribbean 
Commands. 

This section also contains authorization required in support of cer- 
tain intelligence and communication activities in the overseas area. 
The total authorization requested within section 101 is $114,422,000 
of which $90,212,000 is for construction within the United States 
and $24,210,000 for construction outside the United States. 

Section 102 contains the authorization requested for our classified 
requirements both within and outside the United States. This au- 
thorization totaling $99,330,000 is divided into $3,700,000 for con- 
struction within the United States and $95,630,000 for facilities out- 
side the United States. The major portion of this requirement, $87,- 
958,000 is for strengthening the surface-to-air missile: installations 
at strategic points throughout our overseas commands and the instal- 
lation of certain research and development test facilities involved in 
development of the Nike-Zeus anti-ICBM missile. ; ; 

An additional, but relatively smaller portion provides for certain 
classified facilities to support and strengthen the combat posture of 
the 8th Army in the Far East and to initiate the establishment 
of two forward depots prestocked with relatively few but highly 
selective items of equipment and strategically located to provide 
prompt issue of supply in event of hostilities in the most potentially 
troublesome of the world’s unsettled areas. The wisdom of estab- 
lishing such depots has been amply demonstrated during the last year 
in the case of the Lebanon and Taiwan incidents. _ 

The third section within the Army title, section 103—there may 
be a misprint in tle prepared statement before you, where it has the 
figure 102. 

Section 103 provides the general or unspecified authorization in 

the amount of $17,500,000, to which I previously referred, and which 
would provide a flexible authorization to meet sudden changes in 
missions or unforeseen requirements. 
_ Section 104 aonb authorization for construction of family hous- 
ing—essentially the surplus commodity and Capehart method—both 
inside the United States and overseas. Although the Army has made 
substantial progress over the past 3 years in providing adequate 
family housing for its personnel, as Mr. Short said, the provision 
of additional adequate family housing is still one of the most pressing 
problems facing the Army today. 

As you know, the provision of adequate family housing ranks high 
among the motivating factors for the retention of trained military 
personnel in the Armed Forces. Too many of our military families 
are living in below-standard housing at excessive rental costs more 
than their allowances. We hope to alleviate this situation as much as 

ossible with our fiscal year 1960 program and additional programs 
in future years. 

This proposed fiscal year 1960 military construction authorization 
bill provides new authorization.for 6,199 units of Capehart housing, 
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326 units of military construction, Army, or appropriated fund hous- 
ing in areas where Capehart or surplus commodity principle is not 
feasible, and 557 units of surplus commodity housing. In addition— 
Colonel Evans notes to me that we have not included a 1,200 more 
units of Capehart housing which just recently we have had the 
approval of the Bureau of the Budget to include for Fort Devens. 
So that figure as I have given you, Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. They will be submitted during the hearing? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

We have an amendment to recommend in the bill with the approval 
of the Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 

The CHatrman. Call our attention to that item when we get to the 
line item. 

General Sreman. In addition, the continuation of prior authoriza- 
tion for 234 units of MCA housing is being requested. I would like 
to add here that since submission of this bill to the Congress, the 
Bureau of the Budget has approved the inclusion of an additional 
project. Here is where I cover the addition of the 1,200 units at 
Fort Devens. We did not add the 1,200 total into the number. 

This family housing program has been carefully reviewed by all 
echelons of command on the basis of long-range needs, and full con- 
sideration has been given to the maximum possible use of available 
adequate private rental housing or community support in developing 
the programs for the individual installations. _ ns 

The fifth and last section—section 105—provides additional mone- 
tary authorizations to correct deficiencies in prior years’ authoriza- 
tions in the total amount of $1,186,000, At this point, gentlemen, and 
before entering into a more detailed description of the authorization 
requests contained in this proposed bill, I would like to discuss the 
Army’s current. position with respect to prior years’ authorizations 
granted by this committee. Mr. Short touched briefly on this in his 
statement. 

I have here a chart which presents in graphic form a summariza- 
tion of the authorizations, appropriations, obligations, and expendi- 
tures for the military construction, Army, program during the fiscal 
years 1956 through 1960. It has been brought to a current status and 
reflects anticipated authorizations within this bill for fiscal year 1960. 
Additionally, it reflects the Army’s current estimates for projected 
obligations and expenditures during the second half of the current 
fiscal year 1959 and for the coming fiscal year 1960. 

I believe the committee has been furnished with copies of these 
charts in reduced scale. 
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I think it will be readily apparent to the committee that our pro- 
posed new authorization request for fiscal year 1960, $231.2 million, 
reflects the austere approach which has characterized our review of 
the field commanders’ requests for new construction for fiscal year 
1960. It represents a 38-percent reduction from the average of new 
authorizations requested during the last 4 fiscal years. 

In connection with the sharply reduced new authorization re- 
quested, I think the committee will find it interesting to note that our 
presently planned fiscal year 1960 appropriation request is $341 mil- 
lion. This proposed funding will et new authorizations re- 
quested in this bill plus a substantial amount of authorizations of 
prior years which remain valid but unfinanced. 

This utilization of previously unfinanced authorizations, plus rescis- 
sions occurring at the end of this fiscal year and projected for fiscal 
year 1960, will effect a major reduction in the outstanding balance 
of such carryover authorizations. The extent of this unfunded au- 
thorization has been a matter of concern to the committee in past 
years and we are pleased to report our progress in this respect. I 
will treat this subject in more detail shortly through the aplinns of 
a second chart. 

Now, moving over to the “Obligations” bar, for fiscal year 1959 the 
committee will note that in fiscal year 1959 the Army is forecasting 
a total in contract obligations of $250 million of net obligations. This 
drop in the total obligations expected is occasioned by the sharply re- 
duced funding to “Military construction, Army,” for fiscal year 1959. 

The committee may remember that the appropriation totaled some 
$230 million of the S341 million which the Army requested, as com- 
pared to $309.5 million in new authorizations, which you granted. 

In fiscal year 1960, and on the basis of the appropriations antici- 

ated for this coming year, we are forecasting at this time $336 mil- 
ion in new obligations. 

Now consider finally, the “Expenditures” bars. It will be seen 
that the sharply reduced obligations in fiscal year 1959 do not pro 
duce a correspondingly marked reduction in expenditures until decal 
year 1960. For fiscal year 1959 we expect the expenditures to total 
$345 million, or a rate consistent with previous years. In fiscal year 
1960, expenditures will drop to some $267 million, reflecting the level 
of obligations in fiscal year 1959. 

Now, I would like to display the chart to which I previously re- 
ferred, which shows the status of our unfinanced authorizations. 

We in the Arm oo the intense interest this committee has in 
reducing the unfinanced authorization. If we are successful in ob- 
taining the authorizations and appropriations we are seeking for fis- 
cal year 1960, we will have taken another major step in this di- 
rection. 

This chart shows in a schematic graphical form the fiscal years 
1958, 1959, and 1960. We started the fiscal year 1958 with $383 mil- 
lion in unfinanced authorization carried over from 1957 and prior 
years. The new authorizations provided by this committee in fiscal 
year 1958 totaled $319 million, inclusive of $26 million in amend- 
ments to prior years’ authorizations. 

This, together with $19 million utilized in general authorizations, 
brought the total authorization available in fecal year 1958 to $721 
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million. For that fiscal year, 1958, Congress appropriated $310 mil- 
lion. At the end of fiscal year 1958, $46 million in authorizations 
were rescinded. This left a balance of unfinanced authorization to- 
taling $365 million starting fiscal year 1959. 

For the current fiscal year 1959, the Congress authorized $323 mil- 
lion including $14 million in amendments to prior years’ authoriza- 
tions. With an estimated $24 million in general authorization, 
the total authorization available to the Army in fiscal year 1959 is 
$712 million. Appropriations for fiscal year 1959 totaled only $230 
million, leaving a balance of $482 million in unfinanced authorization 
for this fiscal year. 

$142 million of this carryover authorization will be rescinded at the 
end of the fiscal year; thus, we will enter fiscal year 1960 with an esti- 
mated $340 million of prior years’ valid but unfinanced authoriza- 
tions. The request for new authorization proposed in this bill totals 
$232 million and would bring the total available authorization to $572 
million. Against this authorization, request is being made for $341 
million in new appropriations. 

In fiscal year 1960, we estimate presently that repeals in authoriza- 
tions will be $100 million; thus leaving by the end of fiscal year 1960 
an unfinanced authorization balance of $131 million. This, we be- 
lieve, leaves the Army in a reasonable position. Any further sub- 
stantial compression of the margin between authorizations and appro- 
priations is not recommended. 

This, gentlemen, completes my review of our current and projected 
positions with regard to the authorizations and appropriations now 
available and being requested in this year’s legislative proposals. 

With your permission, I would like now to return to the first and 
largest section of the Army title, section 101, and summarize for you 
some of the more significant items. In presenting this summarization 
I will relate the need for the facilities to the Army’s primary missions 
and outline the extent to which the facilities requested contribute 
to our capabilities to perform these missions. 

Inside the United States, the first major subsection is that devoted 
to technical service facilities. These seven services provide the broad 
base of research, development, procurement, and management of most 
of the Army materiel and our support of the combat forces. The 
total requested for technical service facilities is some $21,909,000 at 12 
technical service centers and installations. 

As you know, the Army’s capability to provide a quick and effective 
response to threats against the Nation’s safety is dependent to a great 
degree on a well planned and efficient logistics system. Such a system 
must. be ready and able to support situations of potentially wide geo- 
graphical range which may require limited military action, such as 
the Lebanon exercise, as well as to support the much larger mobiliza- 
tion for a general war should some situation precipitate that event. 
In support of these responsibilities the technical services are con- 
stantly striving to develop new and more effective weapons, equip- 
ment and supplies. 

Simultaneously, they are active and vigorous in search of more 
efficient and economical methods of producing this material and get- 
ting it into the hands of the combat soldier at the right time and place. 
To accomplish these missions it is necessary that the technical serv- 
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ices installations be well supported to conduct their development, test- 
ing, and service and supply programs. 

“Fhe technical services facilities section of the proposed bill con- 
tains a modest but highly necessary increment of their construction 
needs. About 20 percent of the sum requested is for research and de- 
velopment facilities, 25 percent for necessary basic utility systems, 
25 percent for medical facilities and the remainder spread over their 
operational and training, maintenance and housing requirements. 

The second major segment within section 101 of the bill, “facilities 
for the continental U.S. Army forces,” comprises facilities required 
for support of the missions of the six continental armies, the U.S. 

Military Academy, the Alaska Command and the air defense pro- 
gram within the United States. This segment totals $68,303,000, of 
which $29,026,000 (42 percent) is for the air defense program instal. 
lations. 

I might insert parenthetically, sir, here that this 42 percent looks 
large for this segment. Budgetwise, armywide, the air defense 
segment comprises only 10.8 percent of the total Army budget request, 
if we include Zeus. If we do not include Zeus, it is 7.6 percent of 
the total budget. 

I just mention that to bring into context this 42-percent figure as 
shown in this particular segment. 

In the continental United States, the Army has established and 
inaintains a system of training which on the basis of quality of in- 
struction and modernity is unsurpassed in the world; this training 
mission is done at Army installations and it accommodates many for- 
eign army students at our centers each year. 

The Army’s ability to support our national aims and policy requires 
it to be strong, flexible wf modern. Unceasing effort is necessary 
to maintain its limited forces at the optimum level of training efficiency 
and mobility. 

Authorization for some of our best known of these training centers 
included within this bill are Fort Benning, Ga.; Fort Bliss, Tex.; 
Fort Sill, Okla.; Fort Rucker, Ala.; Fort Bragg, N.C.; Fort Leonard 
Wood, Mo.; and to mention last but not least, the U.S. Military 
Academy. 

In addition to the training centers, a very important installation 
base must be provided for the spearhead of the Army, the Strategic 
Army Corps which must be in a high degree of readiness and mo- 
bility. Many of the installations which house and train this hard- 
hitting emergency force and its supporting elements also are included 
in the proposed bill. 

The total of the facilities requested to support these and other Army 
missions at the Field Forces installations is $37,631,000. The major 
share, some 32 percent, is devoted to operational and training require- 
ments, approximately 15 percent to maintenance facilities, slightly 
more than 17 pewcent to additional basic utilities, and approximately 
24 percent to housing. In the last category, housing, 65 percent of 
the requirement is for 156 units at the U.S. Military Academy. 

Additionally, in this category within the United States, the Army 
is requesting some $30,672,000 for facilities at tactical installations 
and support sites for the surface-to-air missile air defense forces. 
These facilities are situated at various locations throughout the United 
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States and include support for the Hercules units at 12 Strategic Air 
Command bases, improvements to existing missile defense sites and 
a broadening and strengthening of the tremendously effective Missile 
Master target detection and integrated fire control systems. 

I might digress at this moment to add a few remarks concerning 
our air defense mission, because in some quarters there has been a 
discussion of the amount of resources which the Army has devoted 
and concern expressed, that possibly this was rendering the Army, 
possibly, too immobile. 

I would like to emphasize five points which relate to the Army’s 
air defense program. 

The first is the concept for air defense. The Army’s concept re- 
quires a family of surface-to-air missiles, basically designed for the 
direct defense of our retaliatory forces and vital installations includ- 
ing cities. As to the enemy ballistic missile threat, the Army believes 
it can and must be met by antimissile missiles to protect our own retal- 
iatory forces on the ground and our cities. The initiation of such 
defenses will increase greatly the numbers of these missiles the enemy 
must have before he could hope to wipe out our retaliatory strength. 

The second point is the Army’s role in air defense. The Army’s 
responsibilties in air defense are contained in Department of Defense 
directive, subject: “Functions of the Department of Defense and its 
major components,” dated December 31, 1958. Basically there are 
three: 

1. To organize, train and equip Army air defense units, includin 
the provisions of Army forces as required for the defense of the Unite 
States against air attack, in accordance with doctrines established by 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

2. To organize, train and equip forces for assignment to unified or 
specified commands, 

3. To provide air defense forces for the protection of field Army 

































































s forces. 

5 Third, I wish to emphasize that the Army deploys its air defense 
d weapons units in such a way as to protect those installations or areas 
¥ 





which have been given priority by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Fourth, through surface-to-air missiles, the Army is a very impor- 
tant part of the North American Air Defense Command. The Army 
is qualified by experience in surface-to-air missiles, having had opera- 
tional missile units deployed on site for the defense of the continental 
United States for over 5 years. The Army remains today the only 
_ oo operational land-based surface-to-air missile units so 

eployed. 

eaiiy, I wish to emphasize that in addition to defending the 
United States, the Army also plays a major part in the air defense of 
our overseas commands. These defenses include protection of the 
combat elements and critical supply and communications centers. 

In conclusion, in view of the fact that it is only our real state of 
preparedness and our real] ability to strike back adequately after we 
have been hit that can be a sure deterrent to general war, it is esssen- 
tial that we provide a means of defending our retaliatory capability, 
vital installations, and facilities from enemy air attack both at home 
and overseas. Unless we have an effective defense in being against 
surprise attack, our retaliatory forces might, in large part, be de- 
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stroyed on the pone without ever having Deen able to fire a shot or 
loose a bomb. The Army’s surface-to-air missile units are operational 
now, and are capable of meeting any threat from air-breathing type 
aircraft or missiles. There are no “ifs” or future tests necessary to 
insure effective employment. 

Returning to the prepared statement which I have, and turning 
to the overseas areas, and excepting those classified requirements 
which I previously mentioned were covered in section 102, the Army 
is requesting $24,210,000 of authorization for facilities to support over- 
seas commands and task force missions throughout the world. 

This category includes facilities to reinforce the Army share of 
the worldwide communication network which is the nerve center of 
our capability for quick return of information and command response 
to situations throughout the world. 

This category also contains vitally needed projects to improve the 
mission capabilities of the United States Seventh Army in Europe 
and the Southern European Task Force in Italy, including effective 
long-range fire by our most advanced and lethal weapons systems 
in ee rort of our allies. 

Additional projects within this segment are designed to provide 
more advanced weapons training facilities for our forces in the Pacif- 
ic and Caribbean Commands and necessary installations for the in- 
telligence collecting and analysis functions in the Pacific area. These 
intelligence installations requirements include a triservice facility, and 
all items in this category are consonant with the overall triservice 
effort supervised by the Department of Defense. 

Gentlemen, this completes my remarks concerning the proposed 
military construction, Army, authorization program contained in this 
bill. Detailed data on the proposed program is contained in three 
books. Book I contains justification data sheets for those projects 
within the United States contained in sections 101 and 104 of the 
Army title, Book II contains justification sheets for all other projects 
in sections 101 and 104, that is outside the United States as well 
as projects contained in section 102. There is a third book, classified 
secret, which contains supplementary detailed justification for those 
classified projects contained in Books I and II, Copies of these books 
have been furnished for each committee member. 

This completes my prepared statement. I am prepared to review 
the individual projects starting with the Ordnance Corps within the 
technical services facilities segment of section 101. This presentation 
is arranged to follow the language of title I and the organization 
of the justification data books. 

Mr. Chairman, I will be ready to answer any questions. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, General. I compliment 
you on the statement. It gives the committee a clear picture of the 
broad outline of this bill. 


Therefore, members of the committee, if there are no questions of 
a general nature based upon the statement, we will proceed to read 
title I of the bill and obtain information of the line items. 

Mr. Harpy. Could I have one general question ? 

The Cratrman, Mr. Hardy is recognized for one general question. 

Mr. Harpy. General, I understood in your statement you pointed 
out. the Army’s capability with respect to defensive missiles, and you 
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stressed the fact that the Army already has defensive ground-to-air 
missiles in operation. 

I believe—if I understood you correctly, you said that the Army 
is capable of meeting any threat from air-breathing aircraft or mis- 
siles. Did I understand you correctly on that? 

General Seeman. You did, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that mean there is no necessity for the Bomarc? 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, could we take a look at that first chart 
that we put up here? 

The CuHatrMan. Yes, sir. Get the chart back. 

Mr. Kewiener. The first chart. 

Mr. Witson. He hasn’t answered. 

Mr. Harpy. I haven’t received an answer. 

The Cuarrman. Excuse me. I thought he answered. 

General Sreman. I am not fully competent to answer that ques- 
tion, Mr. Hardy. It is a very involved technical question. 

Mr. Harpy. General, you made a statement that the Army was 
capable of meeting any threat from air-breathing aircraft or missiles? 

eneral SEEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, if that is the case, then we don’t need the 
Bomare. I am just wondering, Mr. Chairman—the only reason I 
raised the question. 

Mr. Byrne. That is a good question. 

Mr. Harpy. We spent a lot of time discussing Bomarc installations 
and if the Army is capable of meeting their threat with its installa- 
tions and its projected installations, then we don’t need to spend that 
money. 

Novit is just that simple, General. 

General Seeman. I would like to amplify my comment, sir, by 
saying this, and referring to General Ponta a responsibility in the 
Air Defense Command and those portions of my remarks devoted to 
this defense-in-depth principle. 

The meeting of this threat depends upon a multiplicity of target 
detection, tracking radar facilities and a multiplicity of weapons to 
meet high and low targets and different sectors of the Air Defense 
Command. 

It could be stated as simply as you have stated it, that there may 
not be a necessity for any particular weapon. But it gets into the 
area of complementing or pg tang weapons. 

Mr. Harpy. General, if the Army is capable of meeting the threat 
from air-breathing aircraft or missiles, then the Air Force need not 
get into that area. Now that is just the whole point. And we got a 
lot of money in this bill for that purpose. 

The Cnamman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to look at these figures 
on the board. 

Mr, Kitpay. Before we go to another subject, may I at this point 
with reference to the point brought up. 

I just doubt whether the Director of Installations of the Army is 
the proper person to whom these questions or statements should be 
directed in their entirety. 
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‘Mr. Harpy. If the gentleman would permit, I think that may be 
correct. But the general made the statement and either the statement 
‘is wrong or then we have been misinformed by the Air Force. 

Mr. Kitpay. I would assume that the general statement, made by 
General Seeman, represents the policy of the Department, which, of 
course, he is thoroughly qualified to repeat. 

General SEEMAN. '‘l'nat is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. On the other hand, as to the detail of whether Bomarc 
or the Nike-Zeus and so on—I think perhaps we would have to go to 
another element of the Department of the Army or the Department of 
Defense. 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. This represents the Army 
Staff position as to the capabilities now, sir. 

Mr. Kircut1n. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, while we are right 
on this particular subject ? 

Did 1 draw an interence, probably erroneously from your state- 
ment, when you made the statement, “If we include Zeus.” 

Does that mean there is a possibility of excluding Zeus, or was this 
just the wrong section of that particular portion of the bill? 

Mr. Smart. It was a percentage figure. 

General Seeman. I made that statement in that way, sir, because 
the Army budget was developed in its process over the past several 
months at one time with Zeus and without Zeus. That highlights for 
the committee at this time the relative position of the amount of au- 
thorization—the amount of the budget devoted to that missile at this 
particular time. 

Mr. Smart. It has nothing to do, then, General, with the possible 
exclusion of Zeus from the total program ? 

General Seeman. No, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the chairman when 
Ke wy f have an opportunity to ask some questions of people in the 

rmy 

The Cuarrman. You may have it right now. 

Mr. AnpErson. It—— 

‘The Cuarrman, I recognize you now for a question. 

Mr. Anverson. No, sir. I am thinking about General Taylor or 
someone higher up. 

The CuHatrman. Well, it all depends. If there are any questions 
you want to ask anyone in connection with this bill, why now is the 
opportunity todoso. If there is a broader field you desire to go into, 
then the committee has to consider going into the broader field, at 
which time we will try to have proper witnesses to answer any com- 
mittee questions. 

Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to look at this chart with 
respect to obligations and expenditures. 

Now I look at 1956. The obligations exceed the expenditures by a 
certain amount. The next year is just about the reverse of that. So 
they about even out. 

Now in 1958, the next year, they are about the same. But in 1959, 
the obligations are considerably less than the expenditures. 

Now if you have to obligate before you expend, what does that figure 
come from? It looks as though it ought to be the reverse of that. In 
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other words, the expenditures for 1959 ought to be less than the obliga- 
tions.;; + .- 

General Seeman. That depends upon the carryover authorizations, 
sir. 

Mr. Bates. The what? 

General Seeman. The carryover authorization. 

Mr. Bares. Well authorization has nothing to do with obligation 
and expenditure. This is appropriated funds we are talking about 
now. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. So authorization isn’t involved in the picture at all, Gen- 
eral, isn’t that correct? These are obligations and expenditures. 

General SEEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Now until we hit 1959, they are about even. 

Now in 1959 we find we have considerably less obligations than ex- 
penditures. Now my question is why isn’t it the reverse of that, be- 
cause you have to obligate before you expend. 

General Seeman. Obligations closely follow the appropriation of 
the previous year. Expenditures generally occur later, because of your 
obligations carryover into the following year. 

Mr. Bares. Yes, that is exactly my point. But you have no carry- 
over. They are about even as you go into the year 1959. So you have 
considerably less obligations than you have expenditures in 1959, with- 
out any apparent large carryover of obligations. 

General Seeman. I would like to have Colonel Evans address him- 
self particularly to that question. 

Mr. Bates. Do you understand the point Iam making ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. I would like to take a minute to outline 
how obligations accrue or develop. 

If you take a given project, we have an overall Government cost for 
that project, and, of that amount, the contract award is an initial 
obligation against that project. 

As time goes on, there will be successive obligations against that same 
contract, and because of Governments costs, inspection, and maybe 
changes and unforeseen conditions, your contingencies come in. So 
your initial obligation or contract award is not by any means the total 
amount of the expenditure. 

Now again—you are talking obligations. Expenditures do not ac- 
crue simultaneously with the obligation. 

Mr. Bares. I understand. 

— Evans. They are strung out over the period of the construc- 
tion job. 

Mr. Bates. That is the reason I went back to 1956. 

Colonel Evans. Right. 

So starting here, we have an obligation. Now expenditures against 
that obligation will stretch out over a period, an average of almost 
2 years. 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

Colonel Evans. So the expenditures from this obligation will accrue 
here [indicating]. 

Mr. Bates. I understand. 


Colonel Evans. And continue to a less extent in future years. 
So the real thing to compare is not expenditures for a given year 


with obligations for that year 
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Mr. Bates. I didn’t do that. 

Colonel Evans. But. to compare expenditures for the following 
year with prior years’ obligations. 

Mr. Bares. I considered the 3 years. 

Colonel Evans. All right, sir. : ‘ ; 

Predominantly, your expenditures in this year will reflect these 
obligations. 

Mr. Bares. They are about canceled out. 

Colonel Evans. Right. 

You come over here to the next year and you have a lower amount 
of obligations because you either had less money or for some other 
reason, you had fewer projects awarded. You will find that the 
expenditures in that year match up with these. 

And by the same token, if you come to obligations here, our expected 
expenditures are here. 

r. Bates. Yes, but over the 4-year period they should even out. 

Now do I understand that these excessive obligations are not 
recorded cn there? 

Colonel Evans. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. In other words, when you find that something must be 
added to a prior obligation, they are not included on this chart. 

Colonel Evans. They are included. Any obligations we make are 
included, sir, for the year invloved. 

Mr. Bates. You make an obligation ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. Then you have excessive costs to that obligation. Are 
those reflected on that chart ? 

Colonel Evans. Yes, sir; they will come in there. 

Mr. Bates. In the form of obligations or only expenditures. 

Colonel Evans. In the form of obligations and expenditures as they 
occur. 

The Cuamman. As I see the matter, it is summed up in a different 
way, which gives you a somewhat better picture than going into the 
phase of obligations. 

I read from his statement : 
$340 million of prior valid but unfinanced authorizations. The request in this 
bill is for $232 million. 

Now the two items amount to $572 million and the budget has 
approved a funding against that of $341 million. 

o at the end of fiscal 1956 there will be $131 million more author- 
izations than you will have appropriations for, which in my book 
makes a very, very fine picture for the Army, in narrowing the spread 
between authorization and appropriation. 

I am not going to get my mind mixed up on obligations, because 
that runs down into too many details. 

But that is the picture that the committee wants to bear in mind. 
After this bill has been finished, if the committee grants the amount 
asked for, there will be only $131 million more authorizations than 
you will have appropriation for in 1960. 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Bates. May I have an answer to my question, Mr. Chairman! 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know whether I answered it or not. 
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Mr. Harpy. You didn’t get a better one than I did. . 

General Seeman. Mr. Norblad raised a very important point in the 
understanding of the bill, that legally the payment of the personnel 
on the payrolls to supervise the performance and what the Govern- 
ment gets for its money of the original contract award—those pay- 
ments are not legal obligations until the month in which they incur, 

That brings us to the point that Colonel Evans made. Those string 
out over the total period while the construction is being performed. 

Mr. Bares. I understand all that, General. That is the reason I 
pointed out the various years rather than just one or two. But I will 
see the Colonel afterward and get this thing straightened out. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Stratton. 

Mr. Stratton. Mr. Chairman, may I refer back to Mr. Hardy’s 
question. Thesection that the gentleman from Virginia was referring 
to as not included in the general’s printed statement. 

General, is it your position that the Army can take care of all 
threats of missiles and all threats of aircraft, or is it your position 
rather that the Army is prepared to take care of all such threats 
against its own Army installations? 

General Sreman. No, sir. The Army is prepared to meet all of 
the threats within its roles within the total air defense mission, includ- 
ing the continental United States and its forces overseas. 

Now, of course, this doesn’t include assets to meet every possible 
eventuality. , 

Mr. Stratton. No defense is completely airtight. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Srrarron. But where does the mission of the Army and the 
mission of the Air Force with regard to air defense differ ? 

General Seeman. The Army part—the Army Air Defense Com- 
mand at Colorado Springs is a part of the North American Air De- 
fense Command under the command of General Partridge. 

Mr. Ketiener. Who is Air Force? 

General Sreman. So far as the continental—— 

Mr. Stratton. So the two supplement each other. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Stratton. And insofar as one weapon can’t knock down every- 
thing, if you have two weapons you have a tighter defense, isn’t 
that true ? 

General Seeman. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wurson. You put a very important qualification on that, Gen- 
eral, when you said it is prepared within its role. 

Now Bomarc has a role in addition to Nike having a role. 

General Seeman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Witson. In the air defense picture. 

General Seeman. Yes. 

Mr. Witson. You certainly aren’t suggesting that Nike takes 
Bomare’s place, but you are suggesting that within the mission as- 
signed to the Army that you are entirely capable of handling the air- 
breathing weapons that are in existence today. 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

: be CuatrMan. Now, members of the committee, Mr. Kelleher read 
title I. 
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Mr. Ke.ieuer [reading]: 


TITLE I 
Section 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES—TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 


Ordnance Corps. 


The Cuairman. Which book is this in? 

Mr. Ketiener. Book 1, page 8, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Everyone hasa copy of the book. Turn to page 8. 

Mr. Gusser. What page in the bill ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 2 in the bill, line 4. 

The Cyaan. Read off the first one. Let there be order now. We 
are reading line by line. 

Mr. Kettener. Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: Training facilities 
and troop housing, $730,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 

Aberdeen Proving Ground is the principal Ordnance Corps in- 
stallation for ballistic research, applied research in systems and areas 
related to ordnance development, engineering and proof testing of 
ordnance material, and ordnance training activities. It maintains 
appropriate scientific, technical and training staffs and facilities for 
the purpose of performing functions in these fields, and serves as head- 
quarters for the Ordnance Training Command, the Ordnance School, 
and the Ordnance Board. In addition, it is responsible for the execu- 
tion of special missions relating to human engineering studies, ex- 
plosive Ordnance disposal activities, coating and chemical research, 
production of Ordnance technical intelligence. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 8,636, and the 
long-range strength is 14,974. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $45,651,007. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $7,784,000. Authorization in this request totals 
$785,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installa- 
tion is requested are: 

Trainfire I range: Trainfire I is the new basic rifle markmanship 
course of the Army. This new concept of rifle markmanship entails 
the establishment of four different type ranges, and allied facilities for 
the training and firing qualification of military personnel. This proj- 
ect will provide facilities for one 200-man company unit and represent 
Trainfire I requirements needed for the training load to be supported 
at Aberdeen Proving Ground. Improvements to existing KD ranges 
have been suspended pending adoption of Trainfire I. During the 
change-over period, KD ranges will of necessity be utilized. Follow- 
ing is a breakdown of troops to receive annual Trainfire I training at 
this range: 

Ordnance (Aberdeen Proving Ground) 4, 500 


Chemical (Army Chemical Center) 1, 500 
AAA (in immediate area) 400 


Total 6, 400 
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Trainfire I range to be constructed at Fort Meade, Md., cannot be 
used due to full-time utilization by that installation. 

Bachelor officers quarters (60 man): This project provides for an 
increment of permanent quarters for bachelor officers permanently as- 
signed to this installation. Existing facilities are provided by World 
War II-type buildings which, in many cases, were not designed for 

resent use. These buildings have been subjected to continuous and 
intensive usage for 17 years and are totally inadequate. These build- 
ings occupy areas scheduled for future permanent construction and 
will be demolished as permanent BOQ spaces become available. Aber- 
deen Proving Ground. being an ordnance training school, has many 
trained and qualified technicians. It is important that adequate quar- 
ters be furnished these personnel so that their specialized services may. 
be retained in the military service. Likewise, it is just as important 
that the students trained by this command be attracted to a military 
carrear. When these officers are asked to live in temporary quarters 
over 17 years old they are prone to return to civilian life as quickly as 
their military obligation is discharged. 

The Cuarrman. Have you any statement to make on that, General ? 

General Seeman. We have a more recent cost estimate on that proj- 
ect, Mr. Chairman. We request that the amount be amended to 
$785,000. 

The Cuatrman. Then your recent cost estimate causes you to ask 
the committee to raise it from $730,000 to $785,000 ? 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now what is it about? Was it a closer study or 


new figures or increased cost or increased labor, or what was it? 
General Sreman. It is a further progress along our design and 

investigation of foundations and such things, which give us a better 

cost estimate, sir. There is no basic change in the scope of the — 


The Cuairman. Without objection, the figures are made $785,000. 

Mr. Brewster. Mr. Chairman. 

The Ciaran. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brewster. May I ask one question with reference to Aberdeen ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brewster. General, there has been some speculation about the 
possible transfer of a portion of the Hawk program from Alabama to 
Aberdeen. Do the requested appropriations here have anything to do 
with that program ? 

General Sreman. The function of Aberdeen is the home of the 
Army Ordnance Training Command. 

The Ordnance Training Command has an arm of its job at Redstone. 
This was required to be set up at Redstone in the early days when 
the availability of equipment was very scarce and the availability of 
certain technicians at Redstone was much better than at Aberdeen. 

Now there has been concern in the Army Staff that Redstone might 
be overbuilt, and I know this committee would have that concern, and 
that we would not be utilizing to the maximum efficient extent the 
facilities at Aberdeen. 

I understand that the Ordnance Department is considering that at 
this time and the availability of more equipment and the increased 
knowledge of the art in the Army may permit somewhat more of the 
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teaching requirements to be done at Aberdeen than they originally 
considered for Redstone. 

It is not a significant item in this bill at all, sir. 

Mr. Brewster. If there is any recent or exact information. that 
would answer my question, can you put it in the record for us? 

General Sreman. We shall get a statement for it. 

None of the construction proposed in this program at Aberdeen 
Proving Ground, Md., is to provide for guided missile training now 
conducted at Redstone Arsenal. 

No decision has been made to transfer training on the Hawk missile 
system to Aberdeen; the Army’s present program contemplates the 
conduct of this training at the U.S. Army Ordnance Guided Missile 
School at Redstone Arsenal. 

The Army must, however, be constantly alert to conduct its train- 
ing operations at locations which will make the best possible use of 
existing facilities, training equipment, and qualified training techni- 
cians, and to avoid unnecessary duplication of capability. To this 
end training programs are frequently studied and new programs are 
assigned in accordance with these principles. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, I want to caution 
_ that this book that you are now examining is very classified. 

esure it is left on the desk—— 

Mr. Harpy. That is not the one. 

Mr. Ketxiener. The chairman is referring to the book that was just 
passed out now. 

The Carman. The book that was just passed out now is highly 
classified. It must be left on the desk. We lost one the other day. 
We had considerable trouble finding it. We did find it. Some mem- 
cag it in his desk. So be sure that you leave this on top of your 

esk. 

Now the next one I find is very—read the next one. 

Mr. Ketrener. Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pa.: Maintenance 
facilities, $454,000. Page 11 in the unclassified book and page 4 
in the classified book. 

The CHarrman. Now this is a classified project. The facts and 
circumstances from my study warrant the figures of $454,000. If 
there are any questions on it, we will have to go into executive 
session. 

General Sreman. Installation: Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, Pa.: 
Maintenance facilities, $454,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Distribution of gen- 
eral supplies and ammunition. Receives and stores general supplies 
and ammunition. Issues to installations within the assigned area of 
distribution. Receives and stores ew supplies, including gen- 
eral supplies of guided missiles and ships as instructed by national 
stock control points. Receives and stores ammunition, including 
propellants and explosive toxic ammunition. Receives and stores 
strategic and critical materials which would be important to the 
United States in a war effort for General Services Administration 
in accordance with agreements between GSA and Department of 
Defense. Receives and stores returned material such as ammunition 
(except grade 3 small arms cases) and general supplies. Performs 
depot maintenance of artillery, antiaircraft, combat vehicles, fire 
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control material, guided missile material, tires, tubes, and related 
components, transport vehicles, and ial weapons material. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 5,548, and 
the long-range strength is 6,185. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $59,455,809. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals. Authorization in this request totals 
$454,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is special weapons support facilities. 

Justification on this project is classified. 

Mr. KetieHer. Page 14. Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Operational 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, medical facilities, 
troop housing, and utilities, $5,387,000. 

General Sreman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 

The U.S. Army Ordnance Missile Command is responsible for the 
management of ballistic missile systems, guided missile systems, 
rocket systems, and such other missile weapon systems as may 
specifically assigned, and certain special mission responsibilities of 
national importance for missile weapon systems, special missiles and/ 
or vehicles and scientific programs. The U.S. Army Ordnance 
Guided Missile School is responsible for conducting individual train- 
ing of military, allied, military and civilian personnel in the guided 
missile field and to activate, organize, and train ordnance guided 
missile units as directed by the Chief of Ordnance. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 15,970, and 
the long-range strength is 13,306. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $102,996,961. Authorization 


not yet in inventory totals $25,960,000. Authorization in this request 


totals $5,387,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Extend and strengthen runway: This project contemplates exten- 
sion and strengthening of the existing airstrip to support heavy 
transport aircraft engaged in airlift of large missiles and related ma- 
teriel. Movement by air is essential to the speed, security, and safety 
of the missile program. A large percentage of missiles must move to 
and from Redstone Arsenal for modification, test, or installation of 
instruments or special equipment, for which technical capability 
exists only at this installation. The airstrip must accommodate fully 
loaded cargo aircraft up to and including the C-133, in addition to a 
total of six command, ulna, and light cargo aircraft permanently 
assigned to the installation. Landings and takeoffs, presently aver- 
aging 700 per month, are expected to increase to 900 per month in. 
fiscal year 1960. There are no Government-owned or commercial air- 
ports within operationally feasible distance which could accept, or be 
exnanded to accept the aircraft and loads required. 

Airfield lighting: This project is required to replace the present 
inadequate temporary lighting of the existing runway, and also essen- 
tial to provide lighting for the contemplated extension of existing 
runway. The existing lighting facilities do not meet the standards 
required of Army airfields nor do they provide the high intensity 
approach lighting required to safely use airstrip at night and during 
periods when low visibility conditions exist. Inadequate night light- 
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ing necessitates aircraft approaches under instrument flight regula- 
tion procedures and limits C133 aircraft to landings during daylight 
hours. At present there are an average of 123 night landings per 
month. Movement of large missiles and related equipment by heavy 
aircraft during all hours is essential to speed, security, and safety of 
the missile program. There are no Government-owned or commercial 
airports within operationally feasible distance which accept, or be 
expanded to.accept, the aircraft and loads required. Deferral of this 
project will result in continued retardment of the missile program and 
also necessitate the airfield to continue operations under hazardous 
landing conditions. 

Modify line 6 for rocket motor casting: This project proposes con- 
version of old ammunition line No. 6 to the development and _ pilot 
line production of solid propellent rocket and GM motors. These 
facilities will be used to supplement existing ones operated by Thiokol 
Chemical Corp. and the Rohm Haas Co. by allowing new pro- 
pellants to be produced without interference with schedules on older 
types and by allowing development of larger motors without requir- 
ing waivers on quantity distances. Processing of chemical compo- 
nents of solid propellents will be restricted to those with short shell 
life, those that present transportation problems, and those which 
cannot be produced elsewhere. All activities will be devoted to end 
item development and to provide a pilot line link between research 
and production. No provision will be made for either research or 
new propellents or production for field use. Dispersion of hazardous 
activities to this area will enhance the probability of uninterrupted 
R. & D. activities even though adverse incidents occur in existing 
operations. This facility will be supported by existing research and 
quality control labs, test facilities, shops, and so forth. Delay or 
deferment of the project will delay or defer development of larger 
solid propellent motors utilizing the exotic propellents which are now 
in the advanced research stage, since the propellents for large size 
motors cannot be developed in existing facilities. 

Conversion of building 112 to hospital: This project is essential to 
provide an initial increment (46 beds) of the 107 beds authorized 
this installation. Present facilities are met by a 35-bed infirmary of 
mobilization construction which is inadequate in facilities, size, and 
condition. The infirmary will be retained on an interim basis until 
all permanent hospital requirements are provided, then will be con- 
verted to an occupational health center. This installation with its 
rapidly expanding missions and responsibilities will have a projected 
requirement for approximately 12,000 dependents requiring medical 
support. Presently 586 Capehart housing units are under construc- 
tion; when complete, there will be over 1,000 family housing units 
occupied by military personnel. This facility if not provided will 
mean continued inadequate overcrowded facilities and continued un- 
satisfactory practice of transporting patients off post for special 
treatment and reg be The other building modifications described 
in brief description above are necessary to provide adequate support 
facilities near the new 46-bed hospital, which is over 10 miles from 
the present infirmary. 

Bachelor officers quarters: This project provides for an increment 
of permanent quarters for bachelor officers permanently assigned to 
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this installation. Currently there are 85 bachelor officers quarters 
spaces available at this installation, 77 of these are inadequate and 
housed ‘in’ temporary-type construction or altered ammunition build- 
ings. .At the present time many permanently assigned bachelor offi- 
cers and student officers in the Ordnance Guided Missile School are 
forced to live off post. Off-post housing accommodations in the 
vicinity of this installation are very critical, thereby causing a situa- 
tion where the rentals for substandard housing are in many cases far 
in excess of the officers’ rental allowance of $6 per day, the saving of 
which could be realized by the Government if adequate quarters were 
available. Further, it is a distinct disadvantage in the operation of 
this school, specializing in highly technical and difficult courses, to 
have students living off post where supervision of activities is not 
possible. Assignment to the Ordnance Guided Missile School to at- 
tend a course of less than 5 months’ duration is not considered a 
permanent change of station. Since these students are not authorized 
to have families accompany them on this assignment, and supervised 
study and control are required by the school curriculum, it will be 
necessary to continue to utilize the 77 temporary bachelor officers 
quarters spaces to meet this requirement. 

Expansion of utilities: This project will expand the arsenal utilities 
systems as required to support buildings and facilities existing and 
authorized, including construction contained in this program. Elec- 
trical substation capacity, already severely overloaded, will be in- 
creased to meet the increased load. It will provide a feeder line to 
the family housing area to provide additional capacity required by 
the Capehart housing currently under construction. The additional 
boiler in steamplant, building No. 7105, will provide additional capac- 
ity in the headquarters area of Redstone Arsenal. The existing capac- 
ity is critically overloaded. Peak demands cannot be successfully 
met. Concrete sidewalks, curbs, and gutters along the east side of 
the classroom and laboratory buildings and along the west side of the 
training shop buildings will correct a drainage problem that exists 
and provide adequate walkway for the students and instructors util- 
izing the buildings. The contemplated road will provide a bypass 
for heavy traffic along the west boundary of the Guided Missile School 
area and access to points of employment and community center for 
personnel living on post. 

The CaarrmMan. We all know what is going on at Redstone. With- 
out objection, that item is approved, $5,387,000. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Savannah Ordnance Depot, Tl.: Supply facilities, 
$1,748,000. Page 22 in the unclassified and page 5 in the classified 
book. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Maintains property accountability of ordnance general supply major 
items in own depot stock. Receives and stores ammunition for issue 
to installations within the assigned area of distribution: Illinois, In- 
diana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin. Re- 
serves : General supplies, ammunition including propellants and explo- 
sives components of guided missiles, but excluding toxic chemical 
ammunition for Chemical Corps. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 842, and the 
long-range strength is 1,305. The inventory total of land and im- 
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provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $28,720.41, Authorization not 
a in ene totals $758,000. Authorization in this request totals 
1,160,000. 
The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
uested is “Special weapons support facility.” 
ustification on this project is classified. 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, I understand you are reducing that 
item, are you not? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; we have been able to reduce the scope of 
that item and we respectfully request that in lieu of $1,748,000, the 
committee insert $1,160,000. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Without objection, that is agreed 
to. 
Now the Quartermaster Corps. 

Mr. Keiiever. Quartermaster Corps, Fort Lee, Va.: Training 
facilities and troop housing, $414,000. Page 31. 

General Seeman. Installation: Fort Lee, Va: Training facilities 
and troop housing, $414,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To exercise control 
over all Quartermaster Corps training activities in the field within 
limits and policies established by the Quartermaster General. To 
develop Quartermaster Corps field organizations and to prepare and 
disseminate training and operational doctrine, through appropriate 
channels. To provide administration, security, operational facilities 
service, and supply for all units, organizations, and activities stationed 
at Fort Lee, Va., and to provide required support to satellited activities. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 8,127, and the 
long-range strength is 14,303. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $48,474,763. Authorization not 
ae in inventory totals $11,344,000. Authorization in this request totals 

14,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Trainfire I ranges: These facilities are required to implement basic 
rifle marksmanship pomp under “Trainfire I” concept. Trainfire 
replaces current concept of marksmanship training and establishes 
a new advanced method of training, using facilities doctrine entirely 
changing current range concepts. The existing facilities to be re- 
placed include the present known distance ranges which will not be 
required under “Trainfire.’ Without this facility, marksmanship 
training cannot be conducted to meet Army requirements. 

Enlisted women barracks with administration: This facility is re- 
quired to provide adequate living quarters for the enlisted women 
assigned to this station. No enlisted women’s quarters have been con- 
structed ; therefore, female personnel are currently housed in six mobil- 
ization-type hospital wards which were constructed in 1914 with a life 
expectancy of 5 years. These temporary buildings have not been 
rehabilitated. They have been given only minimum maintenance con- 
tingent on the construction of a new permanent enlisted women bar- 
racks. The unsuitability of these existing facilities is amplified by the 
following deficiencies: Unsightly walls, exposed structural members 
and utility lines, poor lighting, no cooking facilities, no laundry facili- 
ties, and inadequate latrine facilities. The temporary barracks will be 
retained for the mobilization mission. 
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The CuHairMan. We find that to be warranted and justified. With- 
out objection, we approve that $414,000. 

Mr. KEeLLEHER. Page 27. Columbus General Depot, Ohio: Utilities, 
$2,783,000. 

General Sreman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Storage and distribution of engineer, ordnance, and quartermaster 
material as directed by the Chiefs of the Technical Services. Prin- 
cipal location for handling engineer and quartermaster repair parts. 
Storage location for the Federal Civil Defense Agency and strategic 
and critical materials for General Services Administration. Provide 
training in general supply and repair parts operation to military and 
civilian personnel. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 2,961, and the 
long-range strength is 3,453. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $21,133,861. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $0. Authorization in this request totals 
$2,783,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Central heating plant (9,448 square feet) : This project is proposed 
to replace the existing 21 individual plants located at various points 
throughout the installation. Twelve of the existing plants use a total 
of 29 hand-filled, stoker-fired, coal-burning, high-pressure boilers; 
the remaining 9 existing plants employ 20 oil-fired boilers. Eight of 
the coal-burning boilers, located in 3 plants, are overloaded beyond 
rated capacity of equipment; the remaining 21 coal-burning boilers 
are overloaded beyond the limits of design criteria. Five heatin 


plants with a life expectancy of 1 year and three heating plants wit 
a life expectancy of 3 years supply approximately 30 percent of the 
steam output requirement. Existing a, plants are boilerrooms 


located in warehouses or attached to another building with the excep- 
tion of two small central heating plants. One of these central heating 
plants, No. 305, was constructed in 1918, is in need of extensive repair 
and will be demolished. All other existing boilerrooms will be re- 
tained for installation of equipment required to convert high-tempera- 
ture hot water to steam; however, heating equipment from all exist- 
ing plants will be salvaged. The installation of equipment to convert 
hot water to steam is required due to the fact that buildings are now 
equipped with steam unit heaters or direct steam radiation, and the 
proposed heating plant and distribution system will be high-tempera- 
ture water. The architect-engineers recommended a high-temperature 
water system, as the total annual operating cost for a central steam 
system would be approximately 7.4 percent greater than the $320,000 
for the high-temperature hot water, while the investment cost would 
be practically equal. Annual operating and maintenance cost of exist- 
ing heating facilities is $595,0C0 and the proposed system is $320,000 
with an annual saving of $275,000. The en ineering study cost data 
indicated that annual costs of operating the existing system after 
rehabilitation costing $161,000 would be approximately $275,000 
greater than for the proposed central heating system. On this basis, 
the additional initial investment ($2,622,000) would be amortized by 
operational savings in less than 10 years. 
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Heat distribution system: This item is required to provide the 
necessary distribution system to buildings scattered over an area of 
250 acres. and make the proposed central heating plant operable. 

The Cuatrman. Now, General, why shouldn’t that item be stricken 
from the bill? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, in that case the construction involves 
two items. A central heating plant, which is a conversion from 
individual units to a central plant. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. And a heat distribution system which is tied into it. 
Those two take up the total of this installation. It does not appear 
to be a critical item. I believe you felt it could be cut from the bill. 

The Cuarrman. What have you to say about that, General ? 

General Seeman. The heating system is a conglomeration of old 
heating plants; 12 of them use hand-fired, stoker-fired coal-burning 
boilers. They are obsolete. They are scattered about through the 
area. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, that is right. 

General Seeman. They are worn out and we can save money on 
maintenance and personnel if we put in this new construction. 

The Cuamman. But it still furnishes all the heat necessary. Of 
course, you might be able to get better facilities on almost everything. 
But don’t you think without hurting the Army, we can let this pass 
over for next year? Because it is so low on your list. You know you 
are not going to get the money for it. Because there is a $141 
million spread now. : 

General Sreman. It is in the nature of a replacement, sir. 

The Cuarirman. Without objection, we strike that item out of 
the bill. 

Mr. Keiiener. Chemical Corps. Page 36. Fort Detrick, Md.: 
Research, development, and test facilities, $270,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Research and development in all phases of biological warfare. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 2,343, and the 
long-range strength is 3,174. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $60,933,876. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $7,714,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $270,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: Four animal-breeding buildings. 

This item is the final increment required to provide additional facil- 
ities for breeding experimental and test animals necessary in the con- 
tinued development of the bacteriological warfare research and devel- 
opment program, at a rate consistent with the official program scope. 
Existing facilities provide only approximately 70 percent of the 
guinea pigs needed to accommodate program requirements. The 
existing temporary breeding facilities are inadequate for breeding 
disease-free animals and will be demolished upon completion of the 
new facility. An effort has been made to develop a commercial source 
of disease-free Hartley-strain guinea pigs without success. If this 
a ae is disapproved, continued progress in development of the 

iological warfare research and development program will be limited 


and the objective of the approved program will not be reached. 
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The Cuarrman. I think the facts warrant that item. 

Without objection, the item is.approved. 

Mr. Keiitener. Page 38. Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Re- 
search, development, and test facilities, operational facilities, and 
utilities, $532,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Large scale field testing and evaluation of items developed by Chem- 
ical Corps, in the fields of chemical, biological and radiological war- 
fare; research and development in micrometeorology for the U.S. 
Army. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 1,372, and the 
long-range strength is 2,057. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, total $39,852,505. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $1,324,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $532,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: 

Communications building: This project is required to provide a 
communications center including telegraph, teletype and crypto sys- 
tems, with accommodations for a 1,000-line automatic dial telephone 
exchange to handle present requirements and expandable by 100-line 
increments to meet future signal requirements. Existing exchange 
facility is located in a wing of the post headquarters, thereby limiting 
the area for expansion. Existing equipment in excellent condition, 
and would be readily usable elsewhere, has been expanded from a 
400- to a 600-line 3-position switchboard. Bays are wired back to 
back and cannot be shifted. The absolute limit of expansion is 100 
additional lines at a cost of $50,000. The operational requirements of 
the station have been steadily expanding; also Navy and Air Force 
have and will place signal requirements on the station. This project 
is vital support to the extensive research and development programs 
at this station. The present facility, which is air conditioned, will be 
used by the comptroller for business machines and the present comp- 
troller space will revert to administration purposes. The equipment 
for this facility is included in the fiscal year 1960 program of the 
Signal Corps. 

Photo-optometric instrumentation lab: This facility is needed for 
the steadily increasing workload of developing new and improved 
munitions and agents and to house, maintain and service costly and 
highly sensitive equipment used in photogrammetric field tests. This 
technique will be used even more extensively in the future to develo 
doctrine for employment of biological and chemical warfare muni- 
tions. The proposed building will be used to service, repair, maintain, 
and adjust the photo-optometric equipment; for handling and proc- 
essing the photographic record files and for analyzing the field data 
obtained by photo-optometric means. Two temporary World War II 
buildings now used to house this activity are unsatisfactory due to 
lack of work space and temperature and dust control. Lack of ade- 
quate facilities seriously hampers production and quality of data 
obtained by photo-optometric means. Due to the temporary type of 
construction of the present buildings, modification or addition is not 
feasible and they will be demolished. 

Water storage tank: This project is necessary to provide required 
fire protection for this installation. Existing 100,000 gallon redwood 
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tank, constructed in 1943, is out of service and beyond repair, due to 
deterioration from repeated expansion and contraction and weather- 
ing. Structural timbers are badly cracked, making any further at- 
tempted use of this tank exteemiéhe hazardous. One 100,000 gallon 
steel tank is now serving Dog, Able and Baker areas. A study of re- 
quirements fur normal use plus fire flow demand, made by the San 
Francisco district engineer shows the additional storage capacity of 
this project is essential to meet engineering requirements. Data used 
in determining this requirement was b: on actual meter readings. 
Fire demand is 2,000 gallon per minute for 2 hours. Existing wooden 
tank and tower will be removed to make way for the new tank. 

The Cuatrman. I think the facts warrant favorable action on the 
part of the committee on that item. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Signal Corps. Page 44. Fort Huachuca, Ariz. : 
Operational facilities, research, development, and test, facilities, and 
utilities, $3,699,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Provides field of electronic warfare, battlefield surveillance, Army avi- 
ation, meteorology and related activities; performs necessary techni- 
cal and engineering tests and evaluation of communication and elec- 
tronic systems and equipment; conducts operational research experi- 
ments and field tests; formulates doctrine, techniques, and new con- 
cepts of signal organizational elements required ; and prov.des special- 
ized individual and unit training. 

The present personnel aces of this installation is 6,946, and the 
long-range strength is 8,511. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $44,233,678. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $18,017,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $3,230,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: 

rainfire I range: Trainfire I is the new basic rifle marksmanship 
course of the Army. This new concept of rifle marksmanship entails 
the establishment of four different type ranges, and allied facilities 
for the training and firing qualifications of military personnel. Fa- 
cilities which are outmoded by trainfire I are currently being utilized. 
These facilities will be replaced by the trainfire I range. 

Hardstand, aircraft (Libby AAF) : This item is required to provide 
a paved enclosed area for aircraft parking containing classified equip- 
ment; 54 fixed and rotary wing aircraft are currently assigned to this 
installation, 12 of which are involved in test projects where classi- 
fied equipment is installed. Present need is being accomplished by 
parking aircraft containing classified equipment in a designated area 
on the parking ramp under the constant surveillance of armed guards. 
The proposed construction will decrease the armed guards from 9 to 
4 oath day, or an annual saving of $15,875. 

Ground telemetry station: This project is required to provide space 
for the installation of telemetry equipment for receiving vital infor- 
mation from aircraft, missiles, and so forth, in flight. The informa- 
tion obtained consists of speed, acceleration, vibration, temperature, 
pressure, fuel supply, altitude, and so forth. The radio units placed 
in a flying object. are relatively simple, but the units required for 
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round operations are complex and delicate and must be installed 
in @ specially designed structure if accurate information is to be ob- 
tained. This item, as many others at Fort Huachuca, will be part of 
the Fort Huachuca complex of the electronic environmental test facili- 
ties at some future date. This facility will be one of the initial 
ground telemetry stations required throughout the electronic environ- 
mental test facilities. Since it is in the Fort Huachuca area, it will be 
of a permanent nature as compared to outlying mobile stations which 
will be required in the future in cs igh of the entire EETF. There 
are no present facilities either wholly or partially to satisfy this re- 
quirement, this being a unique facility in an unpopulated area of the 
U.S. Army Electronic Proving Ground at some distance from any 
—— facility. The testing of large-scale, complex systems repre- 
sents the most significant aspect of the USAEPG mission, and this 
type of testing has determined the basic requirements for | gan 
the permanent instrumentation facilities. These systems will be com- 
posed of many elements deployed over relatively large areas and man 
will be mobile including airborne vehicles. Communication links will 
join the various elements of the system; many elements will be auto- 
matic or semiautomatic in operation; and large quantities of data will 
be gathered, transmitted, or processed by the system in relatively short 
periods of time. Therefore, instrumentation facilities must be avail- 
able to gather measurable data while the system is active or in motion. 
This facility must be large enough to house telemetry equipment and 
from 15 to 25 engineers and technicians. If this facility is elimi- 
nated, time increase for conducting the various test programs will 
triple. Further, it will delay the installation of valuable telemetry 
equipment now under order. This telemetry complex with its asso- 
ciated time system is so fundamental that certain tests cannot be con- 
ducted until this facility is completely instrumentated. This facility 
is a part of the plan to instrument the entire range facilities at Fort 
Huachuca. The range instrumentation program will be a part of the 
EETF. It will support the drone program as well as the manned air- 
craft, electronic warfare, automatic data processing systems and com- 
munications program. 

Ten test communications buildings: This facility is needed to per- 
form all types of tests on area communications systems required in 
support o Field Army activities. These tests will be conducted on 
a reduced distance, completely controlled basis. This project will 
peeve for the construction of a control center and nine subcenters. 

hese buildings will be equipped with new fixed and mobile com- 
munications equipment to be laboratory tested based on theoretical 
or tactical situations under all possible conditions. In order to 
achieve the desired results from these tests it is mandatory that 
the various control points be isolated from each other and tied 
into a central control center. This will permit simulating field 
conditions by conducting jump and leapfrog movements wherein 
the system is placed into operation with various centers closed 
down simulating a movement or an operation simulating actual 
conditions. When the laboratory or reduced distance tests 
have been tested in this facility and proven feasible, full-scale tests 
will be conducted in the electronic environmental test facility. Pres- 
ent tests are being conducted in temporary barracks, huts, vans, and 
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tents utilizing mobile-type equipment. These tests when conducted 
on a division basis require 1,000 men and 30 vans and sometimes 
cannot be properly completed due to the huge manpower and logis- 
tical demands. The new proposed facilities will eliminate the neces- 
sity for complete installation and dismantling of the equipment and 
circuits, before and after each test. Also, it will allow the field test- 
ing of components to be done with only 100 men, greatly reduce 
vehicular equipment, eliminate the operation of number of isolated 
power units and speed up the use of the complete system by the 
Army-user elements. In order to accomplish the assigned mission 
of the installation for testing of commuications and electronic equip- 
ment for field use, the best facilities and equipment must be avail- 
able. The successful accomplishment of the mission or objective of 
a tactical organization is dependent on its ability to communicate 
with subordinate units. Equipment which does not insure the most 
rigorous tests may fail with drastic results. Savings in manpower 
and vehicular equipment is estimated to be $600,000. 

Radar test building: This project: is needed to provide covered 
organizational-type maintenance, repair, and preoperational testing 
of large and complex radar systems mounted in 1-ton trailers, and 
shelters of the S-44 type with enought area to include the carriers 
and 14- and 34-ton trucks. This facility will support field test and 
evaluation of an estimated 12 major ground radar tracking plotting 
systems and 15 to 20 ground-to-ground surveillance radar equipments 
per year. Present facilities include an open storage area and bar- 
racks-type buildings. The open storage area does not provide pro- 
tection against dust, wind, rain, has no power facilities, and is close 
to radar and electronics building with resulting inadequate protection 
against electromagnetic radiation. The present storage area will 
revert to open storage purposes upon completion of this project. The 
present barrack-type structures are not adequate due to lack of proper 
power facilities, and lack of shielding against radio frequency for the 
needs of this project. These barracks will be retained as barracks 
and maintained for the mobilization mission. The new facility will 
be sited in a semi-isolated area free from interference caused by 
electronic tests. The cost of maintenance in the new facility will 
result in savings of 30 to 50 percent due to reduced handling, no lost 
time due to weather conditions, and use of better equipment which is 
presently unusable because of the outside conditions that have to be 
utilized. With the constant changing and increasing requirements 
for radar devices in the combat surveillance program and the result- 
ing considerable maintenance inherent to radar equipment, failure 
to provide this project will result in delays in assigned projects, 
continued test results that are inadequate and inconclusive, inability 
to meet future user requirements, and continued loss of time and 
manpower which will adversely affect ground-to-ground radar and 
direction-finding equipment evaluation and radar-guidance systems. 

Electronics instrumentation building: This facility is required to 
provide an electronics information center for high priority projects 
of the new electronic environmental test facility, and through this 
test facility, instrumentation for the drone program. The magnitude 
and scope of these programs are such as to involve operation over 
areas extending 250 miles from Fort Huachuca with highly instru- 
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mental electronic ranges at Fort Huachuca, Yuma Test Station, and 
areas between these two locations all controlled and coordinated from 
Fort Huachuca. The range instrumentation network which is listed 
in the technical program (U.S. Army Electronic Proving Ground) is 
partially under contract. In order to utilize the instrumented ranges 
for the flying of reconnaissance drones and Army piloted aircraft as 
well as other electronic environmental testing, it will be necessary to 
provide air occupancy information for safety and coordination pur- 
poses. This information will be collected through surveillance, 
tracking, and height-finding radars and displayed in the electronic 
instrumentation building. This electronic display requires special- 
ized equipment commonly referred to as “Track-While-Scan” and 
must include provision for blackout, cabling, power, and sufficient. 
floor space to house the electronic storage and computing equipment 
required. Enough space must also be provided for the logistical sup- 
port required, both manpower and equipment. The building will also 
serve as a collection point for the large amount of test data which is 
gathered throughout the ranges and forwarded to Fort Huachuca for 
processing in an automatic data processing facility. In some cases it 
will be necessary to store this information on punched cards or tape 
recorders while in other cases it will be necessary to translate one 
form of data to another, such as analog to digital and vice versa. To 
expedite the completion of tests, it will be necessary to have a high- 
speed communication system and this will also terminate at the build- 
ing. Also fed into this center will be telemetered information from 
the ground telemetry station as well as from mobile telemetry units. 
To minimize radio interference, a large number of tests and fre- 
quencies will have to be coordinated through radio monitoring units 
by a specialized staff located in the building. In this manner, the 
proving ground can proceed with large scale electronic tests without 
disturbing civilian radio broadcasting and television services. With- 
out strict coordination, such testing will not be possible. 

The site chosen for this building will allow for visual observation 
of test vehicles in the air either toward Yuma (west) or toward the 
drone test area (east). A superstructure is planned to give the neces- 
sary elevation and clearance above rooftop for either visual observa- 
tion or radio observation via microwave over line-of-sight path for 
many miles. Among the wide variety of electronic instrumentation 
equipments to be located in the building will be an electronic time code 
generator, closed circuit television link to the drone launching area 
and plotting boards for the high precision tracking radar (AN/FPS- 
16) located nearby. There is no existing facility which can be util- 
ized for the purposes of this building. The electronic environmental 
test facility is a new effort which is now being established. A complex 
of specialized radar facilities is now being constructed in the most 
favorable location available at Fort Huachuca which is necessarily re- 
mote from existing buildings and concentrations of personnel. The 
electronic instrumentation building will be strategically located in the 
vicinity of these radars and the overall test range. 

If an adequate building is not provided, the operation of the ranges 
will, of necessity, be very cumbersome and inefficient, resulting in 
more costly operation as well as operation which would probably be 
unsatisfactory. The added cost without the building is estimated at 
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$50,000 per year. Also, it will not be possible to prosecute the elec- 
tronic environmental test facility program on a timely basis. It is 
estimated that 125 officers, engineers, scientists, and technicians will 
be working in this building, the exact number depending upon the 
type of tests that are in progress and the quantity of data flowing into 
and/or through the feaility, The establishment of this central control 
complex will have the effect of consolidating the test systems of several 
technical departments into one group and thus create. a savings not 
only of equipment required to conduct the many tests but also, it will 
release technical people for other duties in the department since it will 
negate the need for duplicating the requirements of the several depart- 
ments. The facility is needed now by the several departments of the 
USAEPG, as a great part of the highly specialized equipment is un- 
der procurement and is due for delivery during the current year. 
Avionics laboratory and instrumentation building: This project is 
required for accomplishing calibration, testing, repair and installation 
of airborne and ground avionic equipment. Included in the building 
will be maintenance and repair space, testing rooms, secure and 
normal storage for equipment, laboratory and office space. Present 
activities are performed out of doors and in a portion of the loft of 
hangar. Valuable equipment is stored in sheds constructed of crat- 
ing lumber. These storage buildings being nothing but temporary 
shaeks heated with camp stoves do not provide the proper weather- 
proofing, dustproofing, and bench harnesses required for the valuable 
equipment being used. These inadequate working conditions have 
promoted a personnel problem to the extent that a turnover of 30 
out of 34 personnel has occurred in the last year. This large con- 
tinuing influx of personnel necessitates duplication of many equip- 
ment tests as the new technician or engineer is unaware of the results 
and extent of testing done by his predecessor. Many test flights are 
delayed and test schedules are weeks behind due to this condition. 
The related combat surveillance and electronic warfare activities are 
thrown weeks off schedule when an aircraft necessary for testing 
purposes is grounded due to installation delays of equipment. Fifty- 
four aircraft are assigned to Fort Huachuca for test purposes. This 
project is essential to protect valuable equipment, to provide indoor 
testing and fabricating facilities so that these may be accurate and on 
schedule, and to provide proper working conditions for personnel. 
Countermeasure Instrumentation Center: Two buildings designed 
to house and protect sensitive and delicate instrumentation equip- 
ment are required for proper instrumentation of countermeasures 
equipment against variable timer fused free flight missiles and other 
endeavors in field or radar, infrared, and navigational aids counter- 
measures. Common data systems will also terminate in these structures 
which will also house the essential special facilities required for trans- 
mission, collection, collation and analysis of data resulting from field 
tests. Working area for 20 persons is provided in buildings. The pro- 
vision of this project will result in savings in artillery ammunition; 
reduce wear and tear of electronics equipment and vehicles, and will 
‘provide savings by consolidation of equipment requirements. Pres- 
ently only the fire control equipment is being met by a temporary 
setup. Artillery control is provided by the use of two mobile vans, 
‘valued at $100,000 each. These vans are not adequate for use as a 
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control facility as the testing being accomplished requires numerous 
test and recording equipment to be placed in or near the control 
center. The lack of weather protected and physically secure space 
necessitates that the system be torn down and set up daily. These 
vans were intended to be used as instrumentation facilities for short- 
term tests conducted away from the range areas. They were not in- 
tended for use as an artillery control center. Urgent requirements 
made it necessary to use vans to partially meet the requirements of the 
needed buildings. Much of the test and recording equipment is deli- 
cate and has to be transported over exceedingly rough terrain, trails, 
firebreaks, etc., in the east and west ranges and results in excessive 
maintenance caused by the daily transport to the test sites. If this 
roject is constructed, then the two vans will be available for use as 
instrumentation facilities for other projects, The following savings 
could be effected: Eliminate two men per test at three tests per day, or 
48 man-hours per day, 240 man-hours per week, 12,480 man-hours 
per year. The following is an estimate of the monetary savings per 
year; $200,000 may be saved by eliminating repeat artillery firing. 
These repeat firings are required when starting the testing on the 
following day, to reaffirm operation of equipment. Additional re- 
‘ayy firings are necessary due to malfunction of equipment caused 
y daily travel of equipment over rough terrain; $200,000 may be 
saved by consolidation of equipment requirements and releasing the 
vans for their intended use; $100,000 may be saved by eliminating 
excessive maintenance of both electronic equipment and vehicles in- 
curred by daily transport over rough terrain. The fuse counter- 
measures test program will be delayed and hampered by the lack of 
instrumentation facilities. Inaccurate data will be gathered due to 
necessity of setting up complete system daily . The fuse counter- 
measure test program consists in part of the following tests: Hunt- 
lock-on receiver, missile fuse system, bomb fuse system, infrared 
seeker-type system, fuse disseminators, and fuse simulators. 

The antenna program will be delayed and hampered by the lack 
of instrumentation facilities. This program consists of testing 
countermeasures antennas with each of the following systems: Fuse 
countermeasure systems, radar systems, multiple purpose jammer 
systems, navigational aid systems, and communications systems. 

Drone test facility: This facility is required to support the mission 
of the drone program which is to gather all available information, 
day or night, relative to enemy movements in any given sector. This 
system can give an Army commander, without jeopardizing the lives 
of personnel, information gathered by television, photography, infra- 
red, or radar. This project will permit a recoverable surveillance 
drone operation facility in the west range area of 25,000 yards range, 
nearly double that of the present east range site. This longer range 
is essential to properly test the present SD-1, SD-2, and SD-3, and 
the future SD-4 and SD-5 drone systems which are larger and con- 
tain longer range drone equipment. Advanced drones SD-4 and 
SD-5 are under development now by the Fairchild and Republic 
Aviation Cos. These drones and the present drones will be labora- 
tory flight tested by this proposed facility. When the Fort Huachuca- 
Yuma corridor for the flight of higher performance drones is com- 
pleted, this facility will be used in support of the Fort Huachuca 
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terminal of the drone corridor. It will also be used for support of 
any and all drone flights made out of the Fort Huachuca area. Yuma 
will be a field-type area compared to the Fort Huachuca engineering 
and scientific purposes. As the drone program progresses and more 
reliable and accurate devices are developed, the Fort Huachuca- Yuma 
corridor will become a single complex requiring support activities at 
both ends. Present functions of the Drone Division are met by one 
mobilization-type barracks serving as headquarters and lab building. 
The present operations area is served by two quonset-type buildings 
on the east range that are not air conditioned, and are crowded by 
having to include storage facilities in that building. There is no 
hardstand of any type making it impossible to get photographic rec- 
ord of launching. All the existing facilities are deficient in the follow- 
ing respects; inadequate floor area, air filtration, electrical power, il- 
lumination, loading and unloading dock facilities, and’no POL stor- 
‘age area. The existing barracks will revert to troop housing. The 
two existing quonsets will be used for storage of drone aircraft com- 
ponents. This new facility will save approximately 32 man-hours 
per day by eliminating daily transportation of personnel and equip- 
ment to the drone launch area. The new facility will eliminate the 

resent excessive maintenance costs by providing maintenance in the 
immediate test area, will eliminate the excessive haul distance and 
the new concrete launch pad will eliminate excessive sand in the 
engine and control system. This west range facility is a necessity to 
train USCONARC combat surveillance personnel with the new larger 
and longer range drone. Also there is a six-channel telemetry sys- 
tem that cannot be used for lack of housing facilities and in the near 
future delivery of a 24-channel system will be made. This facility 
will provide adequate facilities to house telemetry facilities. The 
present east range will be retained to carry out normal drone testing 
and evaluation missions. 

Target simulation range: A target simulation range, to be located 
on the west range, is necessary to support the assigned mission of the 
combat surveillance department. The primary purpose of the proj- 
ect is to detect, identify, and locate friendly forces and enemy targets 
such as personnel, vehicles, tanks, missile launching sites, and other 
facilities of combat that have susceptibility of detection by surveil- 
lance methods. This range will enable test personnel to carefully 
evaluate the items being tested against known control points and 
parameter. In line with the assigned mission, facilities must be 
available for certain phases of engineering tests as well as operational 
field testing of equipment, components, and subsystems in the combat 
surveillance area. This project supports the electronic environmen- 
tal test facility in that it will be in the area in which both manned 
and unmanned controlled flights of breadboard models of sensing 
devices such as infrared, television, radar, and photography will be 
tested. These tests will be primarily in support of feasibility studies 
required for future drones. For the present, it will be used for con- 
trolled flights of surveillance drone (SD)-1 type drones. This facil- 
ity is required for all types of aerial] vehicles when it is necessary to 
perform limited flights under precisely controlled conditions for the 
evaluation of combat surveillance tasks. In the future, when we 
have the more sophisticated drone systems, various devices will be 
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tested out in this controlled target’ simulation range and when satis- 
factory, will be passed in final form to the longer range facilities 
which will probably be located in the vicinity of Yuma at some future 
date. The facility at Yuma is part of the present electronic environ- 
mental test facility program and will be included as a supporting 
item in that overall program. The target simulation range will be 
required at the Army Electronic Proving Ground, Fort Huachuca, 
Ariz., without regard to the overall electronic environmental test fa- 
cility. This project provides a test facility comparable in physical 
layout but at reduced distances to the tactical area, battle grouped 
with accurate control data in order to test technical characteristics 
and results, sensitivity of combat surveillance equipment employing 
infrared, radar, television, photographic, acoustical, and seismic prin- 
ciples. The conditions and targets normally encountered in combat 
can be reproduced during evaluation and testing by the reduced size 
dynamic environment provided by this project. 

Equipment tests are being presently conducted using targets whose 
characteristics do not adequately and completely represent those to 
be encountered in tactical situations; the parameters of these targets 
cannot be accurately determined, controlled, nor reproduced. Unless 
this project is provided the proper and reliable data cannot be real- 
ized, resultng in inconclusive evidence as to the equipment’s relative 
value to the combat surveillance program. 

This maa is not a replacement or duplication of an existing fa- 
cility. Personnel will not be housed in this facility. 

Extension of utilities (test area) : This item is required to furnish 
commercial power, to provide water for and roads to the test facilities 
located on the range areas. Portable generators are now in use in 
the range areas. This power source has proven to be unsatisfactory 
due to unstable voltage and frequency. Any fluctuations in voltage 
or frequency introduces errors in the recording instrumentation 
equipment. Commercial power at this site will eliminate the record- 
ing errors mentiéned above, thus eliminating much of the time-con- 
suming work in data reduction, expecially in tests where artillery 
fire is used. Many times the data is not completely reduced and errors 
are not detected until the artillery unit has returned to its home sta- 
tion, thus delaying retesting for approximately 6 months until artil- 
lery support is again available. This causes serious delays in accom- 
plishment of objectives set forth. If commercial power is provided, 
the power units would be diverted to other use or returned to the sup- 
ply system. Similar conditions would result if mobile-type generator 
units were utilized at other test facilities to be serviced by this con- 
struction. In addition to the time savings mentioned above, the fol- 
lowing man-hours would be saved : 




















Man-hours 

per year 
Time lost from damage to power units 675 
Time lost checking power units each day 1, 875 
Mechanie 400 
Engineer maintenance 800 
Operator (2) (16X50 days) 800 
Total 4, 550 





Two hundred family quarters (Capehart) : This project is required 
to provide family housing for civilian personnel assigned or em- 
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ployed at this installation. Adequate.and appropriate rental quarters 
are nonexistent within reasonable communicating distances at the in- 
stallation. There are 277 inadequate — os constructed on 
the installation under the provisions of FPHA, and Lanham Act 
jurisdiction, which are being rented to military and civilian person- 
nel during the interim of the existing acute housing shortage. From 
the date of its activation, the USAEPG’s program has been fraught 
with delays and difficulties beyond the control of either the command- 
ing general, USAEPG, or the Chief Signal Officer. One of the 
greatest deterrents has been that of attracting and retaining an ade- 
quate civilian work force. The USAEPG’s current experimental, de- 
velopmental, and testing programs cannot be sustained, much less ex- 
panded and accelerated to the degree required, unless it is capable of 
attracting and retaining civilian employees of high professional 
stature, and the necessary supporting technicians and administrative 
personnel required. 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, my book shows that a more carefu! 
estimate has been made and you can reduce that down to $3,230,000. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir; and the scope has been—— 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that is agreed to—has been 
somewhat reduced. 

Mr. Gusser. What is “hardstand”? 

_. General Szeman. It is a parking area for aircraft, to keep them 
from stirring up sand out there. In other places it would be mud. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. Kettener. Corps of Engineers. Page 69. Fort Belvoir, Va.: 
Operational facilities, medical facilities, research, development, and 
test facilities, and utilities, $1.376,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Maintenance and operation of engineer field maintenance and engi- 
neer troop supply activities of the Engineer Center and Military Dis- 
trict of Washington. Training of assigned or attached engineer gen- 
eral reserve units and bulk allotment troops. Maintenance and op- 
eration of the Engineer Service Test Unit. To maintain and operate 
the Engineer Research and Development Laboratories for the pur- 
pose of research and development as directed by the Chief of Engi- 
neers. Provide administration and jurisdiction over all Army avia- 
tion operations, maintenance and supply for all aviation units 
and activities assigned, attached or stationed at Davison Army Air- 
field, for aviation service for Department of Defense, Department of 
the Army, and the Military District of Washington. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 13,348, and 
the long-range strength is 17,261. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $75,359,547. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $3,347,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $1,376,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Extension of runway (Davison Army Airfield) : A 600-foot ex- 
tension of the existing runway is necessary to provide additional 
safety protection during instrument flight conditions. A runway of 
3,000 linear feet is authorized but when barometric and temperature 
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factors of this area are applied, a runway of 3,600 linear feet is re- 
quired. The corresponding extension to the present taxiway and 
lighting must be provided also to meet operational requirements of 
the extended runway. At present there are 28 fixed wing aircraft 
made up of 12 L-23’s, 4 L-26’s, 5 L-20’s, and 7 L-19’s, which are averag- 
ing 1,200 landings per month. Davison Army Airfield will soon be 
fully instrumented giving it the capability of landing aircraft under 
absolute minimum weather conditions. The present runway length 
does not allow any margin of safety for instrument approach. A 
missed approach would require aircraft to remain aloft in already 
high density traffic area, obtain a new radio fix and make new ap- 
proach when proper distance separation from other aircraft is pos- 
sible. This involves the additional hazard of running out of fuel. 
Failure to provide the extension proposed in this program will force 
the continued training of instrument pilots under hazardous condi- 
tions and continued operation of instrument flights with less than 
the required minimum length of runway. Davison Army Airfield 
has a primary mission for the transportation of military and civilian 
personnel of the DOD. | ; . 

Security fence and perimeter road (DAAF): This project is ur- 
gently required to provide satisfactory security for Davison Army 
Airfield. Because of the extreme sensitivity of the mission assigned 
Davison Army Airfield, it is essential that unauthorized personnel 
be kept away from the aircraft operating areas. Landings and take- 
offs are on the increase at Davison Army Airfield. Because of its 
sensitive security nature, it is essential that the airfield be separated 

hysically from the surrounding area. This can best be accomplished 
by a security fence. The perimeter road is a necessary adjunct for 
guard patrol, which will act as a fire break, and to provide access to 
any portion of the field in the event of accident. The present inven- 
tory is 28 fixed wing and 46 rotary wing aircraft at Davison Army 
Airfield. No security fence or perimeter road exists. No existing 
facility is available to be continued in use or rehabilitated. The scope 
of this item was determined from the airfield design based on the 
master plan. This item will satisfy security and safety requirements 
and will permit uninterrupted operation for the foreseeable future. 

Modification of building 318: This building houses the Survey and 
Geodesy Map Compilation Branches of the Topographic Engineering 
Department of ERDL. Priority R. & D. projects in the field are 
under study and development by scientists and engineers working in 
this building. One of the more critical of these projects pertains to 
target location, requiring the development of techniques and equip- 
ment for high dependability geodetic information to determine accu- 
rately the location of targets for surface-to-surface missiles in combat 
areas. Other projects are: Utilization of radar presentations for 
mapping; analytical photogrammetry; automatic map compilation 
systems; inertial survey systems; automatic tracking theodolite; and 
automatic position survey equipment. The alterations will provide 
4,800 square feet of office space, 5,440 square feet of laboratory space, 
900 square feet of storage, and 2,900 square feet of hallways, toilets, 
and closets. The building without the modification proposed is in- 
adequate. It is a warehouse. It cannot qualify as a laboratory by 
today’s standards. There are no means tor precise control of hu- 
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midity, temperature, or dust. Experiments and tests are conducted on 
complex equipment under these adverse atmospheric conditions. 
Highly skilled scientific and technical personnel are being retained in 
anticipation of improved laboratory conditions. Loss of valuable 
staff members to enterprises offering suitable working conditions 
would greatly impair progress on this vital work. Estimated annual 
cost to maintain this facility is $2,500. 

Modification of center section, building 327: Modification to the 
center section of building 327 is required to provide laboratory space 
for the Night Vision Equipment Branch to meet the new requirements 
for recently initiated projects on “Image Intensification” and “Battle- 
field Illumination.” The workload of the Warfare Vision Branch will 
be tripled by fiscal year 1960 if recent trends continue. At present, 
the work is being accomplished in two separate buildings, No. 317 
and No. 327, 1,000 feet apart. This method of accomplishment results 
in uncontrolled operation, supervision, and guidance on specific pro- 
grams; and duplication of instrumentation. When alterations are 
completed the space (3,000 square feet) in building 317 will be utilized 
by the Far Infrared Branch, the Physics Research Laboratory Group, 
and the recently organized Electrical Engineering Application Branch 
permitting consolidation of these activities in one building. Activi- 
ties of the Night Vision Equipment Branch, as well as various other 
branches of the Warfare Vision Branch will be consolidated in build- 
ing 327. This will reduce to a great extent the existing confusion, 
poor communications, adverse effects on morale and effectiveness of 
project engineers. 

It is estimated that under present operating conditions 1,500 man- 
hours are lost each year with a resultant loss of $10,000 per annum 
on this program. Failure to provide the proposed alterations at this 
time will mean continued difficult and ineffective operations of the 
Warfare Vision Branch, the inability to initiate many of the new 
programs scheduled for fiscal year 1960, due to space restrictions, 
with ultimate breakdown of the research and development program. 
A low light level image intensifier system, scheduled for delivery in 
December 1958 and requiring laboratory space 25 by 40 feet will 
have to be deferred until space becomes available. Increased mainte- 
nance costs of the ssa acility is $216 per annum. 

Air condition DeWitt Hospital: This project is required to com- 
plete the air conditioning of DeWitt Army Hospital. Approximately 
25 percent of the present facility is air conditioned (all that was 
allowed by regulation when the hospital was constructed), with an 
additional 25 percent receiving mechanical ventilation by use of nu- 
merous floor fans, and 50 percent receiving natural ventilation. Pro- 
viding air conditioning throughout the hospital will permit control 
necessary for the care of patients whose fluid and electrolyte metab- 
olism must be carefully regulated. Lack of control will result in in- 
creased morbidity and mortality rates. Example of patients requiring 
such control are burns, pre- and postoperative cases, heart disease, 
asthma, gastrointestinal conditions, kidney disease, thyroid disease, 
skin disease and casted patients. Air conditioning will result in the 
following benefits : 

(a) Improvement of patient health by preventing loss of fluids and 
control of heat losses. 
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(6) Reduction of toxic and irritating substances in the air. 

(ce) Removal of odors for esthetic and psychological reasons. 

(d) Increase patient comfort. 

e) Exclusion of noise. 

f) Increased operating efficiency of staff. 

The new mechanical equipment room will be large enough to house 
air-conditioning units for future panes expansion of the hospital. 
The two 150-ton units will be replaced by the two new 325-ton units 
as it is more economically feasible because of the greater tonnage de- 
mand of the hospital. The existing units will be used elsewhere on 
the post where air conditioning is permitted by regulations. 

The Cuarrman. The facts warrant favorable action on the part of 
the committee in that amount. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, what is the extension of the runway for? 

The CuarrMan. General, answer the question. 

General SreMan. Yes, sir. 

Davidson Army Airfield in that area handles the aircraft for the 
Military District of Washington, for a very special mission. It is 
needed for safety and improved performance of the planes. 

Mr. Batrs. How many feet do you have down there now ? 

General Sreman. We have 3,000. 

Mr. Bares. You are using all light planes ? 

General Sreman. We have 3,000, sir, and it has to be extended to 
3,600. It is a very modest runway by modern standards. 

Mr. Bates. Yes; but are you getting new type planes in, or are you 
going to use the same planes you have been using ? 

General Seeman. They are essentially the Army-type aircraft. Not 
jet aircraft, but the Army-type aircraft. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Fort Eustis, Va. 

Mr. Ketiener. Transportation Corps 

Mr. Ketiener. Fort Eustis, Va.: Hospital and medical facilities, 
$4,366,000. 

General Srrman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Fort Eustis is designated by the Department of Army as a permanent 
post of the U.S. Army Transportation Corps for use as a U.S. Army 
Transportation Training Command. The specific mission of the post 
is the organization and training of Transportation Corps units and 
individuals of all categories responsible for logistic support of the 
Transportation School, The Transportation Research and Engineer- 
ing Command, and the satellite post of Fort Story, Va. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 12,040, and 
the long-range strength is 17,058. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $72,531,851. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $9,834,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $4,866,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Two hundred and twenty-three family quarters (Capehart) : This 
project is required to provide an increment of permanent family hous- 
ing facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. 
In addition to existing permanent facilities there are 132 substand- 
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ard units located on the post which are currently occupied. These 
substandard units are World War II barracks, dayrooms, supply and 
administration buildings, and hospital wards that have been con- 
verted and are presently scheduled for disposal prior to July 1960. 
Although the total population of the communities within 30-minute 
commuting radius of Fort Eustis exceeds 50,000, it includes many 
small towns where rental housing does not exist. The few rental units 
in Williamsburg are restricted to personnel in high income bracket. 
Newport News is a highly industrialized area that is expanding 
rapidly and the supply of rental housing has not kept pace with tlie 
demand. 

Hospital 150/300 bed: This hospital is required to replace hospit.| 
facilities which are antiquated and medically outmoded. Present fa- 
cilities consist of 63 single-story, frame constructed, World War If, 
mobilization-type, semipermanent buildings which were built in 1941. 
Buildings contain 132,974 square feet and cover a land area of approx- 
mately 36 acres. These buildings are connected by open and covere:| 
frame constructed passageways. Although a general area consolida- 
tion of medical activities has been accomplished, wide dispersion of 
existing facilities handicaps medical personnel in performance of their 
duties. The design layout of physical plant is not functionally ade- 
quate for emergency treatment in that excessive time is lost transport- 
ing patients from wards to operating and treatment buildings. Exist- 
ing facilities have surpassed the design life expectancy and are de- 
teriorating throughout. These buildings require continual painting, 
replacement of deteriorated wooden members and flooring, and con- 
stant and heating and electrical wiring deficiencies. Janitorial serv- 
ice is excessive due to the number and dispersal of buildings. Present 
facilities will be demolished as future permanent construction pro- 
gresses to this area. This project is essential to provide modern con- 
solidated hospital facilities for the medical personnel to properly and 
efficiently care for patients. 

The Cuarrman. I understand on further examination you feel like 
that item should be raised to $4,866,000, instead of $4,366,000. 

General Szeman. That is correct. We have later estimates and fur- 
ther studies on that. 

The CuHairman. Without objection, the figures are made $4,866,000. 

Now, the Medical Corps. 

Mr. Ketiener. Medical Corps. Page 84. Fitzsimons Army Hos- 
pital, Colo. : Medical facilities and utilities, $150,000. 

General SremMaN. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
The operation of a medical treatment facility designated as a special- 
ized treatment center with specialties as designated by the Surgeon 
General; operates a professional teaching program and special re- 
search facilities. Conducts medical research and training medical per- 
sonnel and general Reserve units as directed by the Surgeon General. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 2,916, and the 
long-range strength is 3,298. The inventory total of land and improve- 
ments as of June 30, 1958, totals $20,520,051. Authorization not yet 
re inventory totals $1,799,000. Authorization in this request totals 

188,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 

is requested are: 
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Recovery ward, main hospital: This project will provide post- 
operative care to patients in accordance with modern concepts of 
medical practice by: (1) Permitting unrestricted view, of all patients 
and personnel from the nurses’ station. (2) Facilitating workflow and 
economy of motion. (3) Allowing patients to be moved to and from 
surgery without undue disturbance. (4) Conservation of space by 
use of wall outlets for oxygen and suction. (5) Reduction of nursing 
personnel staffing by elimination of unnecessary partitions. At 
present the side porch and nine roms of a male general surgical ward 
are used as a recovery section. This arrangement does not permit 
adequate supply storage or space for a utility room. Lack of a central 
nurses’ station limits close checking and supervision of patients and 
personnel. Workflow and traffic is obstructed, and patients cannot be 
moved without undue disturbance. If the new construction is pro- 
vided, the existing area, including bath and toilet facilities, will be 
available for seriously ill surgical patients requiring intensive nursing 
care. If conversion is not effected, patients’ welfare will continue to 
be jeopardized by inadequate observation and undue disturbance in 
being moved. 

Incinerator: This incinerator is required to replace the existing 
sanitary fill area (5 acres) which will be exhausted in fiscal 1960 and 
a temporary incinerator of 2.67-ton capacity. An existing 10-ton 
permanent incinerator in good condition will be retained. The tem- 
porary incinerator is used to take care of the needs of the sewage plant. 
The condition of this incinerator is such that it has to be a 
The walls are all burned and crumbling and the stack is cracked and 
in a very dangerous condition. The retaining walls around the in- 
cinerator, which was built in a sunken area, have no footings and are 
about to fall forward from the earthfill. The new incinerator will be 
located near the sewage treatment plant where it can take care of the 
final disposal from the treatment plant as well as its ordinary material 
to be burned. If this facility is not provided, a sanitation hazard will 
exist, as all the trash which is being dumped in the fill area will have 
to be burned. A comparison with estimated costs of disposal through 
incineration has been made and savings through incineration of trash 
rather than using the disposal system now in use indicates annual 
savings of $8,500. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question on this hospital 
back at Fort Eustis. I only raise this because of comparison with 
Air Force costs. It looks like this is right much less per man than 
the Air Force. 

Don’t you all operate on the same specifications ? 

General Sreman. Yes,sir. The specifications for hospitals are very 
closely monitored by the Bureau of the Budget and Department of 
Defense. 

The Cuarman. Now, in these estimates that you have marked in 
the book and are asking for approval now, have all been approved 
by the Budget, has it not ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It doesn’t help me a bit. 

The Cuarrman. I know, but it helps me. 


34066—59—No. 17—— 25 
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Now, the Medical Corps. Upon further examation, you find that 
it would require $188,000 instead of $150,000. So you are asking to 
increase that; is that correct ? 

General Sreman. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, members of the committee, I find that in the First Army area, 
Fort Devens, Fort Dix, A. P. Hill, Fort Knox, are all from my view- 
point clearly warranted. 

First Army area, Fort Devens, Mass.: Training facilities, $59,000. 

Fort Dix, N.J.: Training facilities, $64,000. 

Second Army area, A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Va.: Training 
facilities, $229,000. 

Fort Knox, Ky.: Training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, and community facilities, $2,747,000. 

General Sreman. Intallation: Fort Devens, Mass.: Training fa- 
cilities, $59,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Responsible for the 
command, training and operations, and to provide administrative and 
logistical support for class I and class II units and activities assigned 
or attached to Fort Devens and for its subinstallations, Camp Well- 
fleet and Fort Banks; to support the training of Reserve components 
as directed by the commanding general, First U.S. Army; to sup- 
port New England Nike sites and XIII Corps Headquarters U.S. 
Army (Reserves). 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 13,599, and 
the long-range strength is 18,070. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $52,830,030. Authorization not 
Ne in inventory totals $8,209,000. Authorization in this request totals 

59,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Trainfire I ranges: Project will provide facilities required to com- 
plete the Trainfire I scinpiiens authorized by the fiscal year 1959 MCA 
program. Failure to provide this project will adversely affect the 
efficient operation of the overall rifle training program. 

One thousand two hundred family quarters (Cupshiart) : This proj- 
ect is required to provide an increment of the permanent family 
housing facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this 
station. In addition to the existing permanent facilities there are 
also 695 substandard family housing units located on the post which 
are currently occupied. The communities within a 20-mile radius of 
Fort Devens are predominately agricultural towns and rural villages 
which have neither the metropolitan facilities nor adequate rental 
housing to meet the demand of both military and civilian require- 
ments. The rental rates for the limited offpost housing facilities are 
above average rental charges and, in numerous cases, enlisted men are 
experiencing extreme financial difficulty in obtaining rental quarters. 

Installation: Fort Dix, N.J.: Training facilities, $64,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To be responsible for 
the command, training and operations of, and to provide administra- 
tive logistical support of units and activities assigned or attached to 
Fort. Dix. To provide administrative and logistical support for other 
units, activities, and installations as directed. To prepare plans and 
coordinate planning with other agencies as directed to include air 
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id, domestic emergency, civil defense, mobilization, and local defense 
plane. To pewisie the erties and staff supervision over all activi- 
ties and units assigned or attached to Fort Dix. To conduct basic 
training of nyt enlistees and inductees. To-train certain specialists 

uired by the Army. ik 
rhe pene he evan strength of this installation is 29,754, and the 
long-range strength is 23,215. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $72,916,000. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $17,922,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $64,000. ; eR tite : 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: : ; . by r 

Trainfire I range: Project will provide facilities required to com- 

lete trainfire I complex. The major portion of the facilities have 

en constructed on an austerity basis by utilizing troop labor and 

rocuring materials with $183,000 made available from fiscal year 1958 

{CA minor construction funds. 

Two hundred family quarters (Capehart) : This project is required 
to provide an increment of the permanent family housing facilities 
for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. Current 
trends to suburban developments by the populous of the cities of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and Trenton, N.J., including industry, has been a 
factor for the 38,000 population increase since 1950 in Burlington 
County. The population of several communities within commuting 
distance of Fort Dix have shown a 100-percent increase since 1950 as a 
result of this urban movement. Current demands on offpost housing 
has increased due to the slowdown on new housing units being con- 
structed plus one heavily military populated nearby community has 
caliied the conversion of private housing into apartments. Addi- 
tional Air Force units Sage and Bomarc have brought more Air Force 
personnel into McGuire Air Force Base. These factors, plus civilian 
demand on offpost housing in this area, continued to create a demand 
for housing that has reflected in increased rental and selling cost. 

Installation: A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Virginia: Training 
facilities, $229,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provide for com: 
mand, operations, training, administration, security, supply and other 
services for units and activities located at the installation. Provide 
a maneuver and training area for units of the Active Army and 
Reserve components; intelligence, counterintelligence and security 
functions for the installation; U.S. Army dispensary and installation 
dental service; ammunition area for receipt, storage, and issue of am- 
munition ; field commissary for issue of troop rations; transportation 
motor pool. Also, provide services and facilities to other installations 
and activities including cross-service support. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 193, and the 
long-range strength is 201. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $4,440,578. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $153,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $229,000. 


_ The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: Trainfire I ranges. 


Trainfire I has been adopted as the new basic rifle course by the 
Army. Based on this new firing concept, this project will provide 
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the essential inert facilities required for rifle instruction for a 
total annual troop load of 34,000, consisting of units from Forts 
Belvoir and Eustis, 50 percent of Military District of Washington 
units, and State of Virginia Reserve components and ROTC units, 
Facilities which are outmoded by Trainfire I are currently bein 
utilized but cannot be expanded or modified to meet requirements o 
Trainfire I. 

Installation: Fort Knox, Ky.: Training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $2,747,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: 

Current: U.S. Army Armor School; school troops; U.S. Army 
Board; U.S. Army training center, armored; nondivisional units; 
U.S. Army Human Research Unit; U.S. Army medical research; 
U.S. Army Maintenance Board; U.S. Army hospital; U.S. Army 
reception station; 25th Weather Squadron; summer training; sup- 
port of civilian components; logistical assistance and protection of 
gold depository ; engineer group. 

Long Range: U.S. Army Armor School; school troops; U.S. Army 
Board; U.S. Army Medical Research Laboratory; U.S. Army Armor 
Human Research Unite; U.S. Army Maintenance Board; U.S. Army 
hospital; nondivisional Armor Units; USATCA: Miscellaneous sta- 
tion og units; support of civilian components; summer 
training; U.S. Army reception station; logistical assistance, and pro- 
tection of gold depository. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 29,361, and 
the long-range strength is 28,735. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $142,723,125. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $10,774,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $2,747,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Trainfire I range: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new basic 
rifle course by the Army. This project will provide the final incre- 
ment of the four Trainfire I ranges required at this installation. 
Three of the four ranges have been provided by prior MCA minor 
construction and regular projects. Existing known distance and 
transition ranges are currently being utilized for rifle training and 
will continue to be used until completion of thé Trainfire I facilities. 

Armament shop building: Project will provide an armanent shop 
facility where cleaning, repair, refinish, and processing of small arms 
weapons such as M1 rifles, small-caliber machineguns, etc., and com- 
wee parts can be performed more efficiently and productive. 

he two temporary buildings now being utilized have a total of 
9,051 square feet, are located 100 feet apart, and, as they were designed 
for other-type activities, are not adaptable to efficient layout for the 
present work cycle. In addition, one building is unusable during 
winter months due to lack of heating facilities. Modern equipment 
for the proposed facility is available and, when installed in the new 
structure, a production capacity of double the present 4,000 items 
per month will be = ~ Aaa elimination of present need 
to transport items between buildings to complete work cycle and 
increased production and operational efficiency, an annual savings of 
$24,000 is anticipated. Failure to provide this facility will result in 





1321 


continuation of an inefficient work layout and inability to meet 
increased demands for required training items. 

Five tank repair shops and facilities: Project required to provide 
facilities pertinent to Armor School’s maintenance instruction mission 
and maintenance of assigned vehicles, including 176 tanks. Facilities 
will be located in Armor School motor park area and replace World 
War II shops which will revert to original use. Present facilities 
were designed for M41 tanks and smaller vehicles and lack sufficient 
height, overhead crane and hoist, required space for proper main- 
tenance and maintenance instructions, adequate lighting and heating, 
space for parts supply, and sufficient service facilities such as grease 
racks, wash platforms, etc. Presently, tank turrets cannot be trav- 
ersed and power packs must be removed in the open which is adversely 
affected by inclement weather. Much maintenance must be accom- 
plished during after-duty hours so that vehicles will be available 
during duty hours for demonstrations, instructions, and use by United 
States and foreign military students. If facilities are not provided, 
school’s mission must continue to be accomplished under adverse 
conditions. 

Hardstand, Armor School tank motor park: Project required to 
convert presently utilized crushed stone area to reinforced concrete 
hardstand for 363 wheeled and track laying vehicles of the Armor 
School. Presently, during excessive rains, area becomes very muddy 
and heavy traffic causes deep ruts. Constant maintenance is required 
to provide reasonable drainage, Concrete hardstands will provide 
protective parking and permit performance of some maintenance in 


the open during good weather. Annual maintenance cost of existing 

area 1s $22,200 as opposed to $200 for proposed hardstand. 
Hardstands, ordnance area: Project required for parking and stor- 

ing 750 wheeled and track laying oe and open mee, of replace- 


ment engines and parts. Facilities to be located in immediate vicinity 
of heavy ordnance repair shop to expedite vehicle repair and return 
to assigned organization or preparation for shipment to another in- 
stallation. Vehicles are now parked in dispersed unsurfaced and par- 
tially surfaced areas up to 414 miles from shop and, due to lack of 
hardstands, items suited to open storage occupy urgently needed pro- 
tective storage space. Provision of proposed facility will result in 
an.estimated $109,000 annual savings due to release of protective stor- 
age space for other needs and reduction in frequency of vehicle repair, 
maintenance of presently used areas, and shop policing due to excessive 
mud and residue dropped from vehicles. 

Post. office: Proposed facility required to handle postal activities 
generated by a population of 45,000. Present annual workload in- 
cludes 20 million pieces of mail and $5.5 million money orders. 
Existing 8,554 square foot World War II temporary building has 
insufficient floorspace which makes it impossible to provide a proper 
layout for expeditious processing of mail and other postal matters and 
necessitates locating some pertinent functions in other buildings. In 
addition, the building has limited sanitary and loading and unloading 
facilities, and lacks vault space. Provision of the proposed facilit 
will result in expediting mail service 50 percent, particularly with 
mail passing through the locator section which is presently in a sepa- 
rate building. Estimated annual maintenance cost of proposed facil- 
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ity is $2,000. The mers 3 building has deteriorated om norma] 
repair and will be demolished if this project is approved. 
hree hundred fifty family quarters (Capehart) : The principal mis- 
sion of Fort Knox is armor training, being the home of the U.S. Army 
Armor Center. Principal units of the U.S. Army Armor Center are: 
The Armor School ; ‘school miewes Armor Board; training center; 
Armor; Human Research Unit; Maintenance Board; Reception Sta- 
tion ; Ireland Army Hospital ; Medical Research reper be Aviation 
Command and 25th Weather Squadron. The mission of the assigned 
units require staffing by officers and NCO’s in numbers which comprise 
a larger percentage of the total strength than for units of a nontechni- 
cal nature. In order to maintain the high standards of training pre- 
scribed, the officers and NCO’s assigned must be technically trained in 
their phase of the program and, as a result, cannot be scheduled for reg- 
ular hours of duty. For the officers and NCO’s to give the full benefits 
of their experience, training and to fully coordinate the training pro- 
gram, it is necessary they be housed within distances which will permit 
irregular hours of duty within their normal working day. A large per- 
centage of the off-post housing of an adequate type available and occu- 
1908 by military personnel is located at distances of from 20 to 30 miles 
om the station. There are located within the small towns within a 
radius of 15 miles, a scattered number of — rental houses, some 
of which are occupied by military personnel; however, a large per- 
centage of the housing is of inferior quality in a poor state of mainte- 
nance. The majority of the adequate houses within a reasonable com- 
muting distance are occupied by civilians. Rental rates in most in- 


stances for the ee and, in many cases, for the inadequate units, 


exceed the rental allowances of military personnel, aes those of 
the enlisted grades. Rental rates generally fall in the bracket from 
$80 to $120 per month which, in most cases, does not include utilities. 
Owners of rental properties prefer to rent to civilians at lower rates 
than charged military personnel due to the less frequency of moves. 
In most cases property cannot be rented without signing a lease for a 
sas of not less thanayear. Some properties are rented on a monthly 
is at a much higher rental rate. Commuting from all the adjacent 

communities and from the Louisville area requires travel over U.S. 
81W, the most congested highway in the State. Accident frequencies 
are above normal. During the winter months, commuters are often 
delayed, requiring 2 or 3 hours to travel from 15 to 30 miles. There is 
no access to Fort Knox other than over U.S. 31W. 
Rite CuarrMAN. Without objection, the committee approves Fort 

vens. 

Without objection, the committee approves Fort Dix. 

Without objection, the committee approves A. P. Hill. 

Without objection, the committee approves Fort Knox. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, give them the pages, if they want the pages. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Fort Devens is 89; Fort Dix is 91; A. P. Hill is 96; Fort Knox is 
98; Fort Meade, the next one, is 107. 

The Cuarrman. Now, the Capehart houses—there is some justifica- 
tion put in the book on these items. . 

Now, the Capehart houses come later on in the bill ? 

General Szeman. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman, It reflects back to these books? 

General Szreman. Yes, sir. 

The Cxuarrman. Now, members of the committee, as far as Fort 
Meade, Md., is concerned—this is for training facilities and medical 
facilities, $2,531,000. 

General Szeman. Installation: Fort Meade, Md.: Training facili- 
ties, medical facilities, and utilities, $2,530,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To train and logis- 
teeny, Bappest ost troop units as well as 2d U.S, Army Headquar- 
ters, National Security Agency, Finance and Accounting Office, 2d 
Antiaircraft Regional Command, U.S. Army Signal Air Defense 
Engineering Agency, 2d U.S, Army Field Maintenance, Reserve com- 
ponents and Reserve Officers Training Corps. 

The present personnel mere oy of this installation is 23,030, and 
the long range strength is 14,375. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $70,315,925. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $9,355,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $2,530,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Trainfire I ranges: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new basic 
rifle course by the Army. Based on this new firing concept, thi 
project will provide the final increment of facilities for rifle instruc- 
tion for a total annual troop load of 42,000, consisting of units from 
Forts Detrick, Holabird, and Ritchie, 50 percent of MDW units, the 
35th Air Defense Brigade, and State of Maryland and MDW Reserve 
components and ROTC units. 

edical laboratory: This project is required for the laboratory 
testing of all elements which will improve the general health of 
military personnel, train technicians in all phases of medical labora- 
tory work for hospital assignments, and to conduct environmental 
health surveys for the 2d Army area. Such a laboratory is assigned 
to each Army area and serves Air Force installations in the area also. 
The 2d Army medical laboratory was established in accordance with 
paragraph 3, A.R. 40-440. The existing facilities are located in 3 
temporary clay-tiled and wooden-frame structures having an area of 
only 9,510 square feet. These existing buildings are dispersed, lack 
space for necessary laboratory equipment, and their design prohibits 
arrangement for productive efficiency. The proposed facility wili 
be designed to provide maximum efficiency with a resultant increase 
in quantity of tests and instructions, provisions for safe storage of 
inflammables and ventilated working area which will decrease fire 
hazards and danger from poisonous gases. Rehabilitation of existing 
facilities would not provide the necessary area required to perform 
the assigned mission. The existing facilities will be demolished if the 
proposed building is constructed. 

Emergency power facility, National Security Agency: Project 
justification is classified. 

The CuHarrman. I think this could be reduced to $1,630,000 by 
eliminating the emergency powerplant; that makes up the difference 
between the two figures. 

Mr, Kewtiener. There are two commercial lines in that area and 
also power can be brought in by rail, Mr. Chairman. Incidentally, 
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this is a classified activity and it is found also on page 6 of the 
classified book. 

The Cuamrman. What do you have to say about this item, General ? 

General Szreman. The Army, with the approval of the Department 
of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget, felt that this was a highly 
necessary item to take care of emergency power for this facility. 

The type of equipment in this building is highly dependent upon 
a very close regulation of frequency and power, and a few minutes’ 
interruption is a very serious consequence. 

The CuHarrman. Well, if it is that close a proposition, we better 
be on the side of caution and let the figure stand at $2,530,000. With- 
out objection, the figure stands at $2,530,000. 

All right, go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. The 3d Army. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That stands, Mr. Chairman, at $2,530,000? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir; $2,530,000. 

Third Army area. 

Mr. Keiitener. Third Army area. Page 115. Fort Benning, Ga.: 
Training facilities and maintenance facilities, $1,090,000. 

General Seeman. The mission for this installation is as follows: 
Development of leadership in all ranks; instruction of infantry officers 
in standardized techniques and tactics; training of officers for staff 
duty (up to and including regimental combat team) ; instructing, test- 
ing, qualifying enlisted men and officers in airborne techniques and 
tactics. To furnish administrative and logistical support to an in- 
fantry division. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 30,129, and the 
long-range strength is 35,299. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $102,777,512. Authorized not 
yet in inventory totals $23,014,000. Authorization in this request to- 
tals $1,090,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Trainfire I ranges: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new basic 
rifle course by the Army. Based on this new firing concept, this proj- 
ect will provide the essential training facilities required for rifle in- 
struction to support the 2d Infantry Division and its replacement 
training load. Joint usage of similar facilities constructed previously 
for the U.S. Infantry School is impossible due to unavoidable con- 
flict in schedules. Replacement of outmoded facilities currently being 
utilized is essential to the training program. 

Four motor repair shops: Facilities required to complete two motor 
parks for maintenance and repair of vehicles and equipment assigned 
to units now housed in the new Kelly Hill permanent troop area. Pres- 
ently the area has no such facilities. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Keiener. Page 118. Fort Bragg, N.C.: Operational facilities 
and maintenance facilities, $958,000. 

General Seeman. The mission for this installation is as follows: 
Tactical training of an airborne division, air transportation (heli- 
copter) units, an airborne corps headquarters (XVIII Airborne 
Corps) and special warfare (the special Warfare Center). Testing 
of airborne material (U.S. Army Airborne and Electronics Boards). 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 31,032, and 
the long-range strength is 28,287. The inventory total of land and 
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improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $111,871,323. Authoriza- 
tion not yet in inventory totals $11,140,000. Authorization in this 
request totals $958,000. PES pei a 
ects for which authorization at this installation 


The line item proj 
is requested are : re j ; 4 

Aircraft hardstands and aprons: This item is. required to provide 
hardstands to accommodate 15 of the 20 H-84 helicopters assigned to 
Troop A of the 17th CAV Reconnaissance Group; to replace one 
RW hardstand lost through extension of a hangar apron; and to 
provide hardstands for the seven H-19 helicopters assigned to a 
signal battalion; a medical battalion and to a missile command. This 
item will also provide taxiways connecting these hardstands with 
existing runways; will provide runup areas at each end of the fixed 
wing runway; will extend existing maintenance aprons to meet cur- 
rent requirements; and an extension of the runway lighting system 
to serve these new paved areas. Helicopters can make occasional 
landings on pues areas without damage but the rotor blast from 
constant landings destroys the sod, and severe damage due to dust 
results. Prior to construction of any hardstand at Fort Bragg ap- 
proximately $1 million was — in 1 year repairing dust damage to 
21 H-19’s. Helicopters for which no hardstand exists are now parked 
on taxiways and must continue be so parked until hardstands are 
provided. : 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing: Project required to provide 
backup storage and dispensing facilities at the airfield for aviation 
gasoline now stored up to 314 miles away in various small motor park 
tanks in the Reserve training area. Requested tanks, together with 
three existing ones (one 25,000 gallon; two 20,000 gallon), will provide 
backup storage needed at the airfield for four types of gasoline (80, 
91/96, 100/130, and 115/145 octane) required by the various fixed 
wing aircrafts and helicopters assigned. Location of tanks will per- 
mit vendor to deliver fuel directly to airfield. Existing small tanks 
will be retained for use by troops in summer training. 

Two battalion motor repair shops and factory: Project required 
for maintenance and repair of vehicles and equipment of two bat- 
talions now housed in recently completed barracks in the permanent 
area. Presently this support is provided in temporary facilities lo- 
cated 5 miles away in the Reserve training area. Existing facilities 
will be retained for National Guard and Reserve summer training. 

Hardstands for two battalion motor parks: Hardstands for park- 
ing approximately 275 vehicles is required to support two battalion 
motor repair shops (item 4) proposed for the permanent barracks 
aera. Proposed area includes necessary circulation roads and serv- 
ice aprons for maintenance activities. Existing temporary facilities 
in Reserve Training Center area will be retained on standby status 
for National Guard and Reserve Corps summer training. 

Three hundred sixty-seven quarters (Capehart) : This project is re- 
quired to provide adequate family housing for 367 of the 1,544 com- 
pany grade officers authorized family housing at Fort Bragg. Fort 
Bragg is the home of the XVIII Airborne Corps, a most important 
part of the Army’s STRAC forces which are combat-ready to be flown 
anywhere as the situation requires. High morale, availability for 
alerts and exercise, and nearness to the troops they command and train 
is essential for these company grade officers. It is an undeniable fact 
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that the opportunity for normal family living is a determining factor 
in the retention of highly trained, well qualified military personnel. 
Consideration must be given to the provision of win family housing 
support commensurate with the grade, pay, and responsibility of the 
individual. 

This requested project for 367 units of Capehart housing is part of 
the 2,000 unit project originally authorized for Fort Bragg. In 
March 1956, Department of Defense amended the previous approval of 
2,000 units by deferring 500 units and by requiring that the 1,561 
substandard on-post housing units be deactivated or disposed of upon 
completion of the 1,500 units. The 1,500 units are virtually complete, 
and of the 1,561 substandard units, 1,203 are being or have been 
dismantled and sold and 358 units which were converted barracks are 
being reverted to mobilization reserve. 

There will be a net gain of only 162 on-post housing units at For‘ 
Bragg when the total of 1,867 units (1,500 plus 367) are constructed, 
1,561 substandard units are being deactivated or disposed of, and the 
2,000 unit Wherry housing project is being reduced by 144 units 
through approved improvements thereto. 

Even after the 367 units would be realized, more than 5,300 families 
will be required to live off-base. This demand for more than 5,300 
housing units is very high for a private rental inventory of approxi- 
mately 11,000 units. Airmen from Pope Air Force Base also compete 
in this market. 

Unit operations and administration poe a This item is required 
to provide a pilots briefing room where flights can be charted and 
current information on flight conditions disseminated, and space where 
flight records and personnel records of the 28 officers and 42 enlisted 
men of Troop A of the 17th Cavalry Reconnaissance Troop, and the 
4 officers and 108 enlisted men of the 782d Maintenance Detachment 
assigned to aircraft maintenance can be maintained. These two units 
are organic to the 82d Airborne Division but are separate from the 
Division Aviation Company. The unit operations and administration 
building assigned to the Division Aviation Company cannot accom- 
modate other units. In the absence of operations and administrative 
specs at the airfield, permanent barracks space located 7 miles from 
the field has been diverted to this use. This requires many miles travel 
pe day in order to issue instructions to pilots, mechanics, etc. and to 

eep flight logs and personnel and aircraft maintenance records. 
Deferment of this item will necessitate continued diversion of the 16) 
barracks spaces to administrative use and will continue costly travel 
(approximately 1,100 man-miles per day) and waste of time between 
the two areas. 

The Cuarrman. Now, in that connection, Mr. Durham desires to 
offer an amendment, to establish a post office at Fort Bragg. 

_ Mr. Durham had to go before the Rules Committee this morn- 
ing-—— 

The Cuarman. Oh, I didn’t know you got back. Pardon me. 

Mr. Durnam. I would like for the chairman to recognize the Con- 
gressman from that district, Mr. Lennon. 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Lennon. 

Mr. Lennon. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Come right around. It is a pleasure. 
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Mr. Lennon. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I ap- 
preciate very much the opportunity to appear before this committee, 
and although this is a matter of great importance to the authorities. 
at Fort Bragg and Pope Air Force Base, the 46,261 persons served 
by the present postal facilities building at these bases, and to the 
Post Office Department and its employees at this facility, I shall 
nevertheless be as brief as possible. ; 

Fort Bragg is one of the largest and oldest military installations 
in this country. It is the home of the Airborne and Strategic Army 
Corps. Perhaps no military installations in America are more fre- 
quently visited by high military missions and representatives of the 
vovernments of the free world than Fort Bragg, and Pope Field. 
~ From 1918 until 1941 the postal service at Fort Bragg was furnished 
by a fourth class post office. In 1941 it became a branch of the 
Fayetteville, N.C., Post Office, and at that time wooden barracks, 
built in 1918, were converted into a post office building. These bar- 
racks have been used as such for the past 18 years. 

This facility is now, and has been for many years, crowded, unsafe, 
insanitary, and 4 great fire hazard. 

In addition to serving Fort Bragg, it is also serving Pope Air 
Base, which adjoins the Army base. At present the post office is 
serving 28,270 Army personnel, 2,532 Air Force personnel, 13,055 
dependents, and 2,404 Department of Defense civilian personnel. 
As I have already stated, thie is a total of 46,261 persons now being 
served by an inadequate facility. 

I believe this committee will be interested in these 1958 figures for 
the Fort Bragg branch post office: 


Homar taomete ket O deco eeeece sins eee i $240, 079. 87 





Amount of mail (pieces ; 20 percent of above was franked mail) _- 22, 000, 000 
Incoming mail 13, 000, 000 
Outgoing mail peeve 9, 000, 000 

Money order business: 

Number issued 153, 972 











Amount $4, 301, 166. 07 
Fees 38, 953. 60 


ooOCOCoCoCoCoC__——_—_ 














Number cashed 13, 580 


Amount ~- $405, 100 


Mr. Chairman, I would like permission at this time to insert in the 
record at this pomt a letter from the postmaster of Fayetteville, N.C., 
dated March 4, showing these figures and other important information. 

be CrarrMan. Now, have you a letter from the Post Office Depart- 
men 

Mr. Lennon. Yes, sir; and from the Secretary of the Army. 

(The letter referred to is as follows :) 


First class 





U.S. Post OFFICE, 
Fayetteville, N.C., March 4, 1959. 
Hon. ALTON LENNON, 
House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 
Deak ALTON: Pursuant to our conversation over the telephone this morning, 
I am listing herewith the items you requested concerning Fort Bragg branch. 
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1958 
Postal receipts $240, 079. 87 
Amount of mail (pieces ; 20 percent of which was franked mail) ~~ 22 
Incoming mail 
Outgoing mail_- 
Money: order business :. 
Number issued_- 
Amount 
Fees ; 
Number cashed deters 13, 580 
Amount $405, 100 


_The proposal for new facilities has appeared on every estimate, both locally 
and through Army channels, since 1946. As you know, they are now in tem- 
porary buildings which were converted from old barracks, and so forth. 

At present we are now operating one main office and nine units on the post. 
However, this number fluctuates to include as many as 20 units when maneuvers 
are held on the reservation. 

For your information, Fort Polk, La., is being closed and extensive maneuvers 
which have been held there have been scheduled for Fort Bragg. This will 
increase the number of units we operate, also, additional Army personnel will 
be stationed here during maneuvers. 

As stated in our telephone conversation, I will be very happy to help you out 
before the committee if possible. 

; Sincerely, 


























W. M. SHaw, Postmaster. 


Mr. Lennon. Extensive maneuvers which have been held elsewhere 
are now scheduled for Fort Bragg. Army personnel will be sub- 
stantially increased at the base during these maneuvers. 

For 13 years the Army and Air Force authorities at these installa- 
tions have endeavored to secure a reasonably adequate post office build- 
ing to serve their personnel and dependents. 


ear after year it has been included on their priority list for 
military construction authorization legislation. Always, somewhere 
along the line—the Third Army, the Continental Army, the Deputy 
Chief of Staff of the Army, the Secretary of the Army, the Depart- 
ment of Defense—before its presentation to this committee—the item 
for a joint facility building has been removed. 

Mr. D. H. Stephens, chief postal inspector of the U.S. Post Office 
Department, was requested on September 29, 1958, by the Army and 
Air Force postal headquarters, the Pentagon, to conduct a survey to 
determine the immediate needs for a post office facility building to 
serve Fort Bragg. 

The survey was made and the inspector’s report and recommenda- 
tions were submitted to the Post Office Department, to the authorities 
at Fort Bragg and Pope Field, the Army and Air Force postal 
headquarters, and transmitted to the Postmaster General and the 
Secretary of the Army. 

On February 11, 1959, the Post Office Department submitted plans 
for a reasonably adequate post office facility building and recom- 
mended a building of 13,043 square feet. 

On the basis of the requirement and the plans provided by the 
Post Office Department, the Army was requested to determine the 
cost of such a structure. 

On February 27, 1959, the Army advised that the cost of same, in- 
cluding the necessary Army and Air Force directory service annex, 
weal ke $270,007. 

I would like at this point, Mr. Chairman, to put this letter from 
the Army into the hearing record. 
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The CuatrmMan. Without objection. 
(The letter referred to is as follows :) 


HEADQUARTERS XVIII AIRBORNE CorPs AND Fort Brace, 
Fort Bragg, N.C., February 27, 1959. 
Mr. W. M. SHaw, 
Postmaster, U.S. Post Office, Fayetteville, N.C. 

Dear Mrz. SHAw: During your visit last Tuesday you asked where a new 
Fort Bragg post office would be located and how much it would cost. I under- 
stand Hon. Alton A. Lennon, Member of Congress, North Carolina, asked you 
to get the information and to let him know. 

The post’ planning board master plan provides for an area of 1.8 acres on the 
west side of Reilly Road. That is a part of the new Fort Bragg shopping center 
area where ample parking space is available. : 

Following plans provided February 11, 1959, by the Atlanta regional office 
of the Post Office Department, recommending a building of 13,043 square feet, 
the cost would be $270,007. 

At present the post office is serving 28,270 Army, 2,532 Air Force, 13,055 de- 
pendents and 2,404 Department of Army civilian personnel. Most of the civil- 
ians use the service for mail dispatch, money orders and registry service, but 
do not receive private mail through Fort Bragg facilities. This is a total of 
46,261 persons served. 

In the Fort Bragg military construction Army program a new post office 
was not high enough on the priority list for inclusion in the 1960 MCA budget 
as other items having direct impact on requirements for the Strategic Army 
Corps were’ considered of higher priority. 

Your interest and that of Mr. Lennon in postal facilities at Fort Bragg is 
appreciated. 

Sincerely, 
Auton D. SHaw, 
Colonel, AGC, Adjutant General. 


Mr. Lennon. The authorities at Fort Bragg and Pope Field, fol- 
lowing the post planning board’s master plan, have provided an area 
of 1.8 acres for this building in the new Fort Bragg shopping center 
area where ample parking space is presently available. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I realize the Post Office Department 
must go the last mile in its working agreement with the armed services 
in the type of building facilities furnished for postal use, and especi- 
ally, where the permanency of a military establishment is uncertain. 

Such is not the case at Fort Bragg, which has, since 1918, been one 
_ of our really important Army installations. And, it would certainly 

seem that 40 years is a long time to wait for the recognition of per- 
manency. 

The Army and Air Force authorities who use this facility and the 
Post Office Department, which must supply the clerical force, are in 
total agreement that something should be done, and done now, to 
change this present situation. 

Let me quote from a letter of March 6, 1959, from Hon. Wilber M. 
Brucker, Secretary of the Army, on this subject: 

The Department of the Army is concerned as to the adequacy of such facilities 
as the post office at Fort Bragg* * *. 

I would also like to quote from a letter of March 5, 1959, from the 
Postmaster General in this regard: 

Quarters such as these are not acceptable to the Post Office Department under 
present standards. We do not expect our employees to work under the con- 


ditions enumerated above and would not tolerate such things in any post office 
where we provide the quarters. 
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I would like permission to put in the record the letter from the 
Secretary of the Army and the Postmaster General. 

The CHatrman. Without objection. 

(The letters referred to are as follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
Washington, D.C. March 6, 1959. 
Hon. ALToN LENNON, 
House of Representatives. 


Deak Mr. Lennon: This.is in reply to your recent letter concerning the con- 
struction of a new post office building at Fort Bragg, N.C. 

The Department of the Army is concerned as to the adequacy of such facilities 
as the post office at Fort Bragg, as well as like facilities at other installations 
throughout the country. However, this item could not be included in the fiscal 
year 1960 military construction, Army, authorization program which was sub- 
mitted to Congress on February 10, after approval by the Department of 
Defense and the Bureau of the Budget, due to overriding priorities of items of 
pressing military necessity and the obligation to stay within the budget as 
prescribed by the President in his message to Congress on January 19. 

Please be assured that the replacement of this post office building with a 
more adequate facility will be programed in fiscal year 1961, if the budget 
permits and such action is consistent with priorities, as determined by overall 
Army needs. ' 

Your interest in this matter is appreciated. 

Sincerely, 
WILBER M. BRUCKER, 
Secretary of the Army. 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., March 5, 1959. 
Hon. ALTON LENNON, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

DeEAR CONGRESSMAN LENNON: Referring to our telephone conversation toduy 
and to confirm information previously furnished you in correspondence, the 
Fort Bragg, N.C., post office quarters are considered inadequate for the follow- 
ing reasons: 

Space: Adequate from the standpoint of square feet but the building is 
L-shaped, which does not permit an arrangement of equipment for efficient 
handling of mail. 

Heat: On January 6, 1959, the outside temperature was approximately 20 
degrees, and the wind was blowing. The method of heating the building is 
by fuel oil and I am advised that the present situation is a noted improvement 
over the former system of coal heat. On the date noted above, various portions 
of the building were not warm enough to provide comfortable working condi- 
tions. Two factors are responsible for this condition. One, the age and structure 
of the building ; two, there is no vestibule for incoming and outgoing mail and the 
frequent opening of the doors permits the entrance of cold air into the building. 

Toilet facilities: There are 33 employees assigned to the Fort Bragg Branch. 
There are two toilet stools and one urinal, and these facilities are inadequate 
for that number of employees. 

Lighting: It is believed that an examination of the electrical system of the 
building by an electrician would disclose an overloading of the circuits. For 
example, near the city carriers cases there are five case lights and two over- 
head fluorescent lights which all receive current from the same outlet. Two 
other case lights and two overhead lights also work out of one outlet. 

Observation galleries: There are no observation galleries at this installation. 
In view of the size of the operation, such facilities would be advantageous to 
the Department and are required in quarters procured by this Department for 
this size post office. 

Loading platform: The length of the loading platform is adequate; however, 
the width of approximately 12 feet is not adequate, causing congestion. 

Quarters such as these are not acceptable to the Post Office Department under 
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present standards. We do not expect our employees to work under the con- 
ditions enumerated above and would not tolerate such things in any post office 
where we provide the quarters. . 
Sincerely yours, 
ARTHUR E. SUMMERFIELD, 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. Lennon. I am sure that you gentlemen recognize the fact that 
unless this committee does act on this matter in this way, it is un- 
likely that we will be able to correct present postal conditions existing 
at Fort Bragg. In other words, as I have heretofore stated, we simply 
cannot wait until such time as all other needs are met before a cor- 
rection of this admittedly intolerable condition is undertaken. 

I wish it were cone for all of you to visit and inspect these 
facilities personally as I have. I have obtained a number of photo- 
graphs of the present post-office building to demonstrate to you the 
urgent need for improved facilities at the Fort Bragg installation 
and Pope Air Force Base installation. 

And with your permission, Mr. Chairman, I will hand them up. 

The CuarrMan. Pass the photographs around. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. Wait. How much—$270,000 / 

Mr. Lennon. Yes,sir. That includes—— 

The Cuatrman. I had the privilege of going over this with the 
Congressman and Mr. Kelleher and examined these pictures. 

In view of the fact that the Post Office Department is recommend- 
ing better facilities and the Secretary of the Army is doing it, I think 
we are clearly warranted in putting it in here. 

The only thing that worries me about putting it in here—I don’t 
know whether you will ever get the money. But I think the facts 
as far as we are concerned are warranted and we should authorize it 
and fight it out with the Appropriations Committee and the Budget 
after it gets authorized. 

Without objection, the bill is amended to include $270,000 for a 
post office at Fayetteville, N.C., Camp Bragg. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Durham, have zone anything to say now ? 

Mr. Duruam. Nothing except, Mr. Chairman, we will try to work 
with the Budget Bureau and other people to get this facility. 

I have been trying to 15 years mepeelt to approve this facility. What 
Congressman Lennon said is exactly correct. Because under the con- 
ditions there, with a permanent camp, this thing should be done, in 
my opinion. 

I would like to offer the motion, if you don’t mind, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right.: 

Mr. Duruam. That the facility be included. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Durham moves that the bill, that is the item: 
“Fort Bragg, N.C. Operation facilities and maintenance facilities 
and post office facilities, $270,000”—making the total item at $270,- 
(O0—— 

Mr. Ketiener. $1,228,000. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Now, go to Fort Campbell, Ky. 

Thank you. 
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Mr. Lennon. Thank you. 

Mr. Kircuin. Mr. Chairman, before we leave, may I make one 
statement with reference to the funding? If you go back to Fort 
Knox, you will see where both the Defense Department and the Post 
Office Department has authorized a post office there costing $350,000, 
where the total personnel is only 28,000. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kircuin. In authorizing a post office at Fort Knox. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, before we go to Fort Campbell, did we 
approve Fort Benning in Georgia ? 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. 

(Further chorus of “yes.”’) 

Mr. Gavin. I didn’t want to overlook that. 

ait! CuarrMan. It is never overlooked. Don’t ever worry about 
that. 

Fort Campbell, Ky. 

- Mr. Ketiener. Page 126. Fort Campbell, Ky., utilities, $2,300,000. 

age 126. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Principal mission is basic and technical training of airborne division, 
engineer group, and other nondivision units, including parachute 
landing (equipment and personnel) and weapons-firing operations. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 19,574, and 
the long-range strength is 20,074. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $88,654,583. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $11,976,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $2,300,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Storm drainage: This project is required to provide an adequate 
storm drainage system to remove hazards to the health and safety of 
personnel assigned to this installation and their dependents. The pres- 
ent system utilizes vertical wells to drain water into crevices of under- 
lying rock strata, and short gravity drain lines. However, this system 
is inadequate to carry off the periodic flooding which occurs every 1 
to 114 years with winter or spring rains and lasts for periods ranging 
from 6 weeks to 4 months. This ponding requires material control 
measures for each occurrence, is dangerous for children, and causes an 
estimated $50,000 to $100,000 damage to buildings, roads, walls, utility 
lines, and grassed areas. The proposed system will also make addi- 
tional land available for building construction which is now subject to 
periodic flooding. 

The CuHatrman. Let’s hear something about the storm drainage 
there, General. Why shouldn’t that be deleted ? 

General Seeman. This has been a problem which has been increas- 
ing in recent years, Mr. Chairman. 

he original plan for the post was to drain off this water in wells, 
more or less dry wells. That is a Kentucky limestone area. But that 
has proven ineffective over the years and this project has been de- 
veloped to try to alleviate that situation, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, what do the facts show about. this? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, as this installation was built, anc 
earth moved, the grading clogged up the underlying crevices in the 
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rocks. It is true that the storm drainage is necessary ultimately. It 
just did not appear to be a critical item at this time. 

General Seeman. There is an average of $50,000 to $150,000 dam- 
age to various things over the years and is subject to periodic flood- 
ing in the area.. It was felt very strongly that this was a worthwhile 
thing for that permanent post. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s let this item stand like it is. 

General Seeman. Off the record 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CxairMan. Without objection, it stands at $3,200,000. 

Now, Fort Rucker. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 128. Fort Rucker, Ala.: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities and real estate, $2,636,000. 

General Seeman. The mission for this installation is as follows: 
The U.S. Army Aviation Center, including U.S. Army Aviation 
School and supporting units, the U.S. Army Aviation Board; U.S. 
Army Transportation Aircraft Test and Support Activity; U.S. Army 
Signal Corps Aviation Test and Support Detachment; U.S. Army 
Board for Aviation Accident Research; one Engineer Battalion 
(heavy construction) ; one battle group with tables of organization 
and equipment units. 

The present. personnel strength of this installation is 6,386, and 
the long-range strength is 10,151. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $39,153,699. . Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $17,255,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $2,662,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation ° 
is requested are : 

Stage field runway, cargo: These facilities are required to support 
the mission as revised to provide for more emphasis to be placed on 
utility and transport helicopter training in lieu of reconnaissance 
helicopter training which has been transferred to Camp Wolters, Tex. 
The transition from reconnaissance helicopter training to transport 
and utility helicopter training at Fort Rucker has considerably 
changed stage field requirements, both as to numbers and type con- 
struction. ‘To maintain reasonable safety, fewer numbers of transport 
helicopters can be operated from one stage field than reconnaissance 
helicopters. In addition, width and strength of runways are con- 
siderably different. Based upon currently known programs, three 
transport and utility heilcopter stage fields are required of which 
this is one. 

Heliport pavement, auxiliary 2: Project required to provide an 
additional portion of the hardstand requirements of 207 helicopters 
of various size assigned to auxiliary field No. 2. 

Heliport lighting, auxiliary 2: Project required to provide pro- 
posed pavement (item No. 114) with lighting in compliance with 
safety regulations for night flying. »An essential part of the train- 
ing, limited visibility takeoffs and landings, is impossible without 
proper lighting. 

Supply and storage building (Lowe AAF): Storage building to 
be located at. Lowe AAF required to support recently assigned mis- 
sion for primary flight training. Increased flight activity resulting 
from the conduct of primary flight training will impose additional 

4066—59—No. 17——26 
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“maintenance resulting in the necessity for an increased inventory of 
spare parts for L-19 aircraft readily available, At the present time, 
maximum utilization of storage space is made. To-minimize time 
lost while aircraft are down for maitnenance, additional storage 


space for spare parts and other allied equ ipment must be provided, 
It has been determined that a building 30 feet by 80 feet attached to 


existing maintenance hangar would provide sulficient space for the 
storage of required spare parts. Maintenance facilities presently in 
use by the maintenance contractor within the cantonment area of this 
post to support L~-19 aircraft will be required to support other types 
of aircraft. Lowe AAF will be used as the primary maintenance base 
to support all L-19 aircraft. 

Academic building: This item is required to provide permanent 
facilities for conducting academic training at the Army Aviation 
Center. The six classrooms in the proposed building are of 45-man 
capacity with the capability of being expanded to 100 with the sub- 
stitution of student armchair desks for chairs and tables. The area 
of each classroom is 1,400 square feet (exclusive of storage space). 
The number of students per classroom is derived from experience by 
the Army Aviation School as being the maximum size classroom for 
the majority of instruction. The area devoted to classroom buildings 
was derived by designing a classroom building to meet the standards 
of instruction required by the school such as one-story construction, 
tiered seating, good seating arrangement (in a semicircle), convenient 
storage, etc. The classrooms are so designed as to give maximum 


flexibility to the instructor. Currently, temporary mobilization type 
buildings (messhalls, barracks, shop geek i ete.) built in 1942 
ings. 


have been diverted for use as academic buil hese buildings 

rovide a total of 54 classrooms. Of these 54 classrooms only one- 

alf have been renovated and air conditioned while the other half are 
still dark, dingy, improperly heated and ventilated. Educators have 
long realized that a student’s ability to learn and to retain what he has 
Jearned is influenced by the environment in which he receives his 
instruction. Material presented in any Army school is tailored to be 
as brief and concise as possible while still covering the necessary 
material. For example, an untrained individual is given only 14 
weeks of schooling to become an airplane mechanic with the respon- 
sibility of maintaining an expensive, highly complicated aircraft. 
Poor lighting, unattractive classrooms, poor seating arrangements, or 
poor ventilation do not promote good teaching environments or aid 
the instructor in his task. Teaching facilities have not kept pace with 
technological advancement and streamlined teaching methods. Air 
conditioning and heating more of the existing ionidihinges would not 
solve the problem inasmuch as they would still be poor classrooms 
because they will not allow proper seating arrangements due to the 
long and narrow proportions. Students in the back of the room can- 
not see all portions of the stage. Also, ceiling heights are insuflicent 
to accommodate all necessary training aids, some of which require 
ceiling heights of 12 feet. If permanent classrooms are not provided, 
costly conversion of more mobilization type buildings will be necessary 
which will still be inadequate for reasons stated. The existing con- 
verted classrooms will be retained in use as classrooms. 
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Regimental ‘motor park facilities: This project is required for a 
inotor park facility whieh will providé all-weather parking and stor- 
age for vehicles assigned to battalion combat team at Fort Rucker. 
There is at present an acute shortage of motor park facilities. This 
shortage is so critical that maintenance is performed in the open. 
If this project is not provided, the vehicles which are assigned to 
the battalion combat team will continue to be maintained in the open 
under field conditions which is not conducive to the standard of 
maintenance required. 

Hardstand for regimental motor park: This project is required to 
provide all-weather parking and outside storage for vehicles pres- 
ently assigned to the battalion combat team thereby reducing main- 
tenance caused by existing dusty conditions, Existing hardstands 
normally used for motor vehicles are now being used for parking and 
maintaining aircraft. Elimination of this project will mean that 
vehicles will have to be parked on sodded and sand areas. 

The CHarrMANn. Now, tell about the real estate first. 

General Sreman. The real estate for this, Mr. Chairman, is three 
small staging fields of 200 acres each estimated which are necessary 
in the early training of our pilots to get across country and off the 
reservation, so to speak, in part of their basic training. 

The Cuarrman. You are asking this item to be increased to $2,862,- 
000; arent’ you? 

Mr. Ke.tener. There are two adjustments within this. There is 
an internal adjustment and then the deletion of the real estate. 

And may I say on the real estate, Mr. Chairman, that the real estate 
is for facilities which have not been authorized, are not in this bill 
and will not come up until a future program. 

The Cuarrman. Why wouldn’t it be proper to delete the amount 
for the real estate and increase the amount for the other facility ? 
That would make the figure—what would it make the figure? 

Mr. Ketieurr. The new figure would be $2,662,000, Mr. Chairman, 
if both the internal adjustment and the committee’s cut are sustained. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, then, we will make—this elimi- 
nates the real estate now ? 

Mr. Ketrener. It does, sir, and you would strike the words “and 
real estate.” 

The Cuarrman. That is right. The figures are made $2,662,000, 
with the record showing that the real estate item is not approved. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuatrmMan. We want to put the word “and” after the word 
“facilities” in line 12. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. And strike out “and real estate.” 

Mr. Brecker. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t quite hear up here. You said 
you are striking out money for real estate but you are increasing the 
total money ? 

The CHatrman. There is some other readjustment on account of 
costs. 

Mr. Ketiener. There are two adjustments in here, Mr. Becker. 
One of them is the Army’s own adjustment. We have had several 
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of them already, some up and some down. But the combination, u 
85 and down 60, if I recall correctly, makes the total go up, by a few 
thousand dollars. 

The CuarmMan. But we do take out the real estate. Strike out the 
words “real estate.” 

Now, Fort Stewart—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, on this real estate thing, I didn’t under- 
stand the statement of the general to conform to the Counsel’s observa- 
tions about the purpose for which the real estate was required. 

General Srgman.. The Counsel is correct, sir, that the time necessary 
for the title 6. clearance with the committees.and the programing of 
the facilities could accept a delay in the real estate. 

Mr. Harpy. OK. 
ge CuamMan. You see, Mr. Hardy, how carefully we examine the 

ill ? 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate that, and I am glad to have 
somebody do some work. But it doesn’t take the place of my respon- 
sibility for knowing a little bit about it myself. 

The Cuarrman. Not a bit in the world. But I don’t forget to flat- 
ter myself a little, with the scrutiny we have given the bill. 

Mr. Harpy. I compliment the chairman, but I would hate to operate 
on the basis of his knowledge. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuarrman. Fort Stewart, Ga. 

Fort Stewart, Ga. : Training facilities, $238,000. 

General Sreman. The mission for this installation is as follows: 
Provide for the command, operation, training, intelligence, adminis- 
tration, services and supply for troop units assigned and attached to 
the installation. Command, maintain, and.operate the Fort Stewart 
and Tank Training Center. Provide certain support and services to 
National Guard and Army Reserve during periods of field training; 
Florida Military District; district engineer, Jacksonville, Fla.; 
Savannah Outport, New York Port of Embarkation; and district 
engineer, Savannah, Ga. Operate and provide support to a US. 
Army hospital. Furnish assistance in the event of disaster, or for the 
defense of any civil, military, or Federal installation. Provide field 
maintenance, spot check and technical inspection of equipment and 
supplies within the jurisdiction of the installation commander, and for 
Active Army, Army National Guard, U.S. Army Reserve and Reserve 
Officers Training Corps units and activities, and antiaircraft artillery 
units as designated in 3d Army maintenance and inspection satel- 
lite plan. Provide administration of military justice of all casuals 
picked up in Florida military district and 26 counties of Georgia and 
5 counties of South Carolina. Provide veterinary service to Jackson- 
ville, Fla., and vicinity. Provide criminal investigation and appre- 
hension of absentees; measures for control of conduct of military per- 
sonnel, for 43 counties in Florida, 27 counties in Georgia, and 4 coun- 
ties in South Carolina. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 3,193,000, and 
the long-range strength is 3,003. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $27,961,536. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $4,404,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $238,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 
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Trainfire I Ranges: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new basic 
rifle course by the Army. Based on this new firing concept, this proj- 
ect will provide the essential training facilities required for rifle 
instruction of personnel of the Regular troops and Reserve components 
assigned to this installation for training. Facilities built in 1941 and 
outmoded by Trainfire I are currently being utilized but cannot be 
expanded or modified to meet requirements of Trainfire I. 

he CuarrMAN. Without’ objection, the item is approved, $238,000. 

Now, the 4th Army. 

Mr. Ketteuer. 4th Army Area. Page 143. Fort Bliss, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, troop housing, maintenance fa- 
cilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, and _ utilities, 
$8,049,000. 

General Szeman. The mission for this installation is as follows: 
U.S. Army Air Defense Center acts as coordinator between U.S. 
Army Air Defense School, 1st Guided Missile Brigade, and U.S. 
Army Air Defense Board in study, development, evaluation and 
teaching of tactical, technical, logistical and training doctrines and 
programs concerning antiaircraft artillery and guided missiles of 
interest to commander, Continental Armies. Supervision of train- 
ing of general Reserve and Zone of Interior type units. 

The present personnel ‘strength: of: this: installation is 22,939, and 
the long range strength is 25,547. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $79,398,140. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $33,069,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $7,760,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Radar Park, Hawk (Tobin Wells) : Project will provide facilities 
required to adequately train personnel to operate and maintain the 
Hawk system, a low altitude close-in target weapons system, a new 
training mission at this school. The ground guidance laboratories 
and maintenance buildings will be utilized for equipment operational 
demonstrations and are designed to permit some equipment to be 
moved inside and large items emplaced on hardstands outside the 
facilities. Limited maintenance areas to be used in conjunction with 
the park system will also be provided in these buildings. The guided 
missile supply building will be used for spare parts and equipment 
requiring indoor storage. It is essential that these supporting facilli- 
ties, now nonexistent, be provided on-site as the training area, due 
to peculiarities of the Hawk system, is located 6 miles from the center 
of activities. Adequately trained personnel are necessary for the 
Hawk division to properly meet its mission. 

EM mess hall (1,000-man) (Tobin Wells): Project required to 
provide minimum messing facility for personnel transported daily 
from main post, 10 miles away, to utilize radar training facilities. 
Since no kitchen equipment is to be provided, field-type equipment 
will be used if aa when required. Personnel will continue to be 
without mess facility if project is not approved. 

Eleven enlisted men’s barracks without mess (80-man) Logan 
Heights: These barracks are required in the Logan Heights area in 
support of the guided-missile program. Facilities now used are lo- 
cated 4 miles away. When proposed barracks are constructed, exist- 
ing facilities will be used by other troops. If project is not author- 
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ized, troops will be reduced to minimum space allowance to allow for 
maximum housing in barracks with the remainder housed in tents, 

Enlisted men’s mess hall (Logan, Heights), 1,000-man: Proposed 
facility required to support proposed enlisted men’s barracks. (item 
No. 62) to support Hawk training portion of the expanded surface-to- 
air missile program. No similar facilities exist in close proximity to 
the proposed new area. 

Fuel storage and warhead area (GMTR): The increase in GM 
firing sites from 16 to 26 requires 62 percent more “ready-to-fire” 
missiles, The capacity of each fueling and warheading area is deter- 
mined by the time required to fuel and attach warheads to missiles 
and these functions cannot be speeded up with impunity. Conse- 
quently, additional facilities are required or troops in training will 
not have missiles when a for firing. Expansion of ready mis- 
sile storage area is required for storage of sufficient missiles for a day's 


Gh control tower (Hawk): Proposed facility required for co- 
ordinated and adequate control of the proposed eight Hawk firing 
points (item No. 208). Concurrent firing of Hawk and Nike firing 
prevents utilization of existing Nike control tower, 8 miles away, for 
required purpose. Lack of proposed facility would necessitate the 
erection of a makeshift tower, resulting in inefficient fire coordination 
and missile-firing training, and danger to training personnel. 

Five GM fuel and ammo storage buildings (GMTR) : These addi- 
tional storage facilities are required in connection with the increase in 
firing sites from 16 to 26. The quantities required greatly exceed the 
capacities of existing facilities. This storage will provide training 
— and personnel with more dependable, accurate and better quality 
product. 

Six magazines (GMTR) : Project required to provide storage for 
high explosives and flammable live training and service practice am- 
munition now stored in the open. Presently only two magazines (one 
warhead and one fuse ra sere at McGregor Range and all am- 
munition storage facilities at Fort Bliss are being utilized to capacity 
for other than support of McGregor. Proposed facilities are required 
to provide necessary safety for personnel. Present practice of open 
storage subjects explosives to rapid deterioration during extreme high 
temperatures. 

Ordnance supply and storage building (GMTR) : Project required 
to provide technical supply facilities for support of maintenance ac- 
tivities on the Nike-Ajax, Nike-Hercules, and Hawk missiles of an 
expanded training program at McGregor Range. This range is very 
active, and immediately available technical supply and maintenance 
support are essential for efficient operation. This is a permanent mis- 
sile range, adaptable to support of research, development, and troop 
training for present and future missiles. Familiarization and train- 
ing of United Nations personnel will also be accomplished at this 
range. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks (80-man) (GMTR): Project. re- 

uired to provide an additional portion of the barracks essential to 
the support of the Nike guided missile training program. No facili- 
ties which could be utilized to meet the additional requirements now 
exist in the proposed area. Lack of proposed facilities will necessi- 
tate in-training enlisted personnel having to live in tents. 
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Consolidated mess (500-man) (GMTR): Project required to pro- 
yide mess facilities to support proposed barracks (item No. 142). 
No facilities exist in intended area which could be utilized for this 
requirement. ' aus 

Roads and hardstands, Hawk launching facilities (GMTR) : Hawk 
missiles will be available early in fiscal year 1960 for instructional 
purposes, necessitating the establishment of a range complex in an 
undeveloped portion of the guided missile range. This will involve 
construction of roads, launcher sites, and hardstands. Eight launcher 
sites are the minimum required to support the scheduled training 

rogram. Dual utilization of existing Nike launching facilities will 
fa impossible as Nike firing will be conducted concurrently with 
Hawk firing. 

Assembly and test building (Oro Grande) : Building will house the 
only set of test equipment available for use by Corporal battalions 
throughout the world during the annual service practice firings at 
Oro Grande Range. At least 60 Corporal missiles, each valued at 
$100,000, must be assembled and checked out each year for these an- 
nual service practice firings. Presently this activity is accomplished 
in a small dirt-floor shack built by troop labor from 2 by 4 inch lum- 
ber and sheet iron roofing, and malfunctions due to sand or water in 
electronic components are experienced. 

Motor repair shop and facilities (Oro Grande) : Facilities are re- 
quired to maintain vehicular equipment of an entire TOE Corporal 
battalion assigned to support the annual service practice program for 
Corporal missile firings at Oro Grande Range. This equipment is 
subjected to an extraordinary amount of usage throughout the year 
and the maintenance load is cor‘espondingly heavy. Some repairs 
are now being performed in the open which is entirely unsatisfactory 
due to extreme seasonal heat and cold, and high winds with accom- 
panying dust and sand. Other repairs necessitate a tow or drive of 
100 miles, round trip, to Fort: Bliss. Failure to keep the host bat- 
talion’s equipment operational would result in the failure of the 
Corporal annual service practice program. 

Battalion headquarters and supply building (Oro Grande) : Facil- 
ity required to provide adequate space for camp and unit administra- 
tion activities for the trainor and the annual service practice bat- 
talions. During annual service practice, approximately 1,300 person- 
nel are in residence at Oro Grande Camp. The presently utilized 
CCC wooden building is inadequate and re Ah to such an extent 


that it will be demolished upon completion of the requested facility. 

Two enlisted men’s barracks without mess (80-man) (Oro Gennded ; 
Project required to provide barracks for troops permanently stationed 
at Oro Grande Range and presently <a the 20-year-old wooden 


buildings and quonset huts. The wooden buildings are decayed 
beyond repair and a fire hazard and will be demolished. The quonset 
buildings (208 spaces) will be retained as temporary quarters for 
visiting troops. 

Bachelor officer quarters (Oro Grande) : Project required to pro- 
vide bachelor officer quarters for 30 officers assigned to this range for 
training in the annual service practice firing of Corporal missiles, and 
those permanently assigned to this range. If facility is not provided, 
officers will have to be quartered at Fort Bliss, which will require daily 
bus transportation of 100 miles round trip. 
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Extension of water line to Oro Grande: Project required to provide 
a sufficient and dependable supply of water to serve 1,300 inresidence 
personnel. Increased mission of Oro Grande Range, with its result- 
ant increase in the previous 200 personnel peak, makes obsolete the 
present practice of hauling water from a Southern Pacific Railroad 
supply. source located 4144 miles away. Further, Southern Pacific 
Railroad will not enter into any obligation for water. 

Storm drainage (second increment): The drainage is required as 
Fort. Bliss. is situated in a location where it is exposed, due primarily 
to its topographical features, to serious flooding. during rainstorms 
which frequently assume cloudburst proportions. Overtaxing of ex- 
isting storm drainage facilities causes certain areas to become flooded, 
which presents a problem that requires immediate solution before ex- 
tensive damage. to Government buildings and facilities results. The 
post lies in a bolson comprised of 3.4 square miles, including a shallow 
drainage lake lying immediately north of main post. This lake is a 
focal point for all drainage waters accumulating in a 39-square-mile 
area, including the eastern slopes of the Franklin Mountains. This 
drainage lake will adequately impound flash-flood waters when ca- 
pacity is increased by completion of first increment of project. The 
first increment of this project consists essentially of earthmoving, 
scheduled for accomplishment by construction. battalion assigned to 
this station. This proposed construction, together with the first incre- 
ment, will alleviate flooding which occurs during heavy rainstorms, 
and deferment might well result in damage exceeding the cost of this 
project. 

‘ One thousand family quarters (Capehart) : This project is required 
to provide an increment of permanent family housing facilities for 
officers and enlisted men assigned to this station. Many military per- 
sonnel find themselves unable to rent suitable family quarters and 
have had no alternative but to purchase house trailers to provide some 
family privacy and comfort. A Government-owned trailer park has 
been provided for these trailers. Off-post housing is currently avail- 
able only to a limited extent. Owners of older inadequate residences 
are reluctant to improve their properties. They have reduced the 
rental on these quarters and feel any improvement would not bring 
in increased rentals. Newer and adequate quarters, while available 
to some extent, command rentals at rates in excess of military mone- 
tary housing allowances. Personnel having large families encounter 
many hards “7 since they are financially unable to pay for the larger 
adequate dwellings. To obtain dwellings at rates they can afford, 
these large families crowd into a 2-bedroom family home, with con- 
sequent family dissatisfaction, and often disaster. Another group 
consisting of key personnel, whose duties are of such a nature as to 
behoove them to live close to the post, are forced to accept substandard 
housing since they are available close by. Others purchase homes in 
order to live in suitable housing, which invariably results in a pe- 
cuniary loss in the resale of their property when they are transferred 
to another station. Currently 2,193 officers and noncommissioned offli- 
cers have been forced to purchase homes in El Paso in order to live 
in suitable homes. El Paso, Tex., adjoins this installation. It had 
a population of 131,000 in 1950 and has now grown to 210,000. It is 
still growing, with population trend growth of 13,000 annually. 
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Includes : 457 public housing units, 800 Wherry title VIII units ; 490 title VII 
Capehart-units under construction ; and 2,537 adequate community support units. 

Four hundred and ten title VIII Capehart units. 

The Cuairman. Now, upon your reexamination of estimates, what 
do you find ? 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. The status of our design and 
planning indicates that this estimate would be reduced to $7,760,000 
for Fort ‘Bliss. 

The CuarrMan. Seven million—— 

General Seeman. $760,000. 

The Cuarrman. $7,760,000. 

Mr. Keener. Sir, there is a further adjustment. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I know. 

We think we can go a little bit further, $500,000 more, and make 
it $7,260,000. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes sir. That would involve the removal from the 
bill of some Nike radar training facilities. There are now 11 of these 
at Fort Bliss and there are 5 more at Biggs Air Force Base. It is 
my understanding—the general can correct me if I am wrong—that 
the training program for Nike is on the way down. It would appear 
that the 16 facilities would be adequate. 

The Cuarrman. Why doesn’t that warrant the committee reducing 
it $500,000 more? 

General Szeman. As a part of the missile problem, a big element 
is the radar detection, tracking, and controlling apparatus. Not only 
do you find your targets but you control your missiles. The radar 
training is a very important element of this post at Fort Bliss. 

The Cuarrman. I think from what counsel has said, the committee 
is warranted in making this $7,260,000. 

Without objection, we will mark it up to that amount. 

Now, Fort Sam Houston appears to be all right. 

Fort Sam Houston, Tex.: Operational and training facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $840,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: To 
command all Army units, activities and installations within the Army 
area, except those specifically commanded by the head of an adminis- 
trative or technical service or other agency of the Department of the 
Army. To ee for managerial and financial systems, adminis- 
tration, intelligence, security, operations, field maneuvers, training, 
services, and supply of all units, activities and installations of the 
command, and to support class IT and class III installations and class 
II activities. To provide aid to civil authorities in civil defense and 
disaster relief. To conduct Inter-American relations activities. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 5,370, and the 
long-range strength is 16,514. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $44,437,596. Authorization not 
ey in inventory totals $675,000. Authorization in this request totals 

840,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: 

Airfield paving (runway) : Paved areas are essential for safe, clean, 
and expeditious operation of 10 assigned helicopters. Paving elimi- 
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nates blowing of dust and dirt which endangers aircraft and per- 
sonnel, and reduces work efficiency. The former vehicle parking area 
currently being used is hazardous due to network of electrical wires 
in close proximity; and there are no taxiways. Currently used fa- 
cility will revert to original use upon completion of 9 ae facility. 

Aviation operation facilities: Lighting is essential for safe night 
flying. Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing facilities are required to 
meet needs of assigned and transient aircraft. Erosion control is 
necessary to reduce dust conditions toa minimum. The utilities are 
essential appurtenances to supported facilities. 

Hangar with shop, storage and administration space (runway): 

uested item, together with items No. 35 and No. 36, comprise the 
heliport to be sited on Fort Houston Reservation for use by the 10 
helicopters assigned to Headquarters, 4th Army, and Brooke Army 
Medical Center. Presently a 3,108-square foot wood frame shop, 
built in 1942 as a motor repair shop, is being used for administra- 
tion space, tool storage, and shop and hangar space adequate for 1 
helicopter only. Lack of shop and hangar space necessitates doing 
the major portion of repair work outdoors. This practice is unsatis- 
factory and dangerous to maintenance personnel due to the extremely 
hot weather experienced in this area which, at times, causes outside 
metal portions of helicopters to reach temperatures of 130° or more. 
Currently utilized facility will revert to original use upon completion 
of requested facility. 

Two trainfire I ranges: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new 
basic rifle course by the Army. Based on this new firing concept, 
this project will provide the essential training facilities required for 
rifle instruction for a total annual troop load of 12,000, consisting 
of Reserve medical units and personnel stationed at Fort Houston 
but assigned to Headquarters, 4th Army, and Brooke Army Medical 
Center, including Army Medical Service School. Facilities out- 
moded by trainfire I are currently being utilized but they cannot be 
expanded or modified to meet requirements of trainfire I. 

Installation: Fort Hood, Tex. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Principal mission 
is a training post for an armored division and its supporting troops; 
a missile command and a corps headquarters. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 22,834, and 
the long-range strength is 23,360. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $99,172,194. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $9,776,000. Authorization in this request 
totals not available. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 

Eight hundred family quarters (Capehart): This project is re- 
quired to provide an increment of the permanent family housing fa- 
cilities for officers and enlisted personnel assigned this station. Com- 
munity support housing has not kept in-phase as to quantity nor 
quality adequate to support the civilian population increase and the 
military need. The present population of Killeen is estimated at 
25,000. Current surveys indicate 1,509 military families occupy sub- 
standard housing in Killeen. The adjacent city of Killeen was a 
small farming center (population 1,263 as given in the 1949-50 Texas 
Almanac) during the immediate post-World War II years. Follow- 





1343 


ing designation of Fort Hood as a permanent post in April 1950, the 
city expanded both in residential and commercial area and post-city 
relations were subjected to the usual high rent-high price standards 
that exist in the vicinity of many major defense installations. Ex- 
pansion of housing was chiefly substandard; adequate units, in the 
main, rented for more than the rental allowance of the military occu- 
so who was in competition with civilian for housing in short 
supply. 

Operation Gyroscope completed in January 1958 has aggravated 
the family housing situation at Fort Hood, as the requirement for the 
9d Armored Division exceeds that of the 4th Armored Division. The 
family housing needs of the 2d U.S. Army Missile Command and an 
Intelligence Battalion were met in vacancies created by movement of 
the 4th Armored Division. 

Due to the vacancies created in late 1954 and 1955 following move- 
ment of the 1st Armored Division from Fort Hood, most of the proj- 
ect housing was in distress. Local real-estate people and builders 
could not secure Federal mortgage insurance nor private financing 
for additional project construction. As the result, there exists an 
extreme shortage of family housing in the area adjacent to Fort Hood. 
The latest post-conducted housing survey, as of May 1, 1958, reveals 
that there are 1,945 families residing more than 30 miles from Fort 
Hood; 1,217 of these are officers and enlisted personnel authorized 
public quarters. There are 665 military families living off-post in 
rented and individually owned trailers. 

There has been no civic effort nor action of real-estate owners to 
dispose ‘of substandard housing in the area. In fact, due to the 


ee for housing, the life of substandard units is being 
extended. 

Some of the old Hood Village structures sold by the Government 
are reappearing across the rer boundary in Killeen with rentals 


of $60 per month for each of the five apartments per building. It is 
felt that the proposed housing will halt the relocation and utilization 
of these units to the adjacent area. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that stands. 

Fort Sill appears to be all right. 

Fort Sill, Okla.: Operational and training facilities and mainte- 
nance facilities, $5,337,000. 

General Seeman. Installation: Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Operational 
and training facilities and maintenance facilities, $5,337,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Tactical and technical 
training of artillery and missile units of the U.S, Army with all its 
component and supporting units, and the summer training of the 
National Guard, Reserve Officers Training Corps and U.S. Army 
Reserve. Fort Sill administers to the following installations, activ- 
ities and units: The U.S. Army Artillery and Missile School, the U.S. 
Army Aviation Unit Training Command, all continental U.S. units at 
Fort Sill, the Post of Fort Sill which is a class I installation, and the 
U.S, Army Artillery Board for logistical support only. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 19,429, and the 
long range strength is 21,115. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $62,121,965. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $10,116,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $5,337,000. 





1344 


The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 

requested are: 

axiway, north/south: Project is essential to meet operational] re- 
quirements for safe, orderly, and expeditious flow of traffic created 
by 57 FW assigned aircraft as well as by visiting aircraft. The 
present taxiway provides access to the runway at a point approxi- 
mately 1,500 feet from the northern end of.the runway. When air- 
crafts are taking off consecutively, all but one aircraft must wait until 
the first aircraft taxis down the runway, applies full power to check 
the aircraft and takes off. The same type of delay is experienced 
when several aircraft land consecutively. This project will provide 
fast safe access to each end of the runway and allow aircraft checks to 
be done on the runup areas. Failure to provide this project will re- 
sult in continued unsafe and limited operational capability of this 
airfield, 

Compass swinging base: Project is required for calibrating aircraft 
compasses. Presently compass accuracy is checked by flying along a 
section line road on a very calm day which, at the best, gives only an 
approximation of required accuracy. Failure to provide project will 
result in»continued use of makeshift method of checking compasses 
that is an inaccurate means of calibrating aircraft compasses. 

Runway approach lighting: Project required to provide runway ap- 
proach lighting for efficient and timely operation of fixed wing air- 
craft at night and during periods of restricted visibility. No such 
facility presently exists.’ This approach lighting system can be in- 
stalled only where runways have high intensity lighting systems, there- 
fore, it will be necessary to convert the runway’s existing low intensity 
lighting to high intensity. ; i : 

Ordnance support battalion facilities for special weapons: Project 
required to provide suitable facilities for assembly, storage, and train- 
ing activities to support U.S. Army Artillery and Missile School, U.S. 
Army Artillery Board and future and currently assigned missile units. 
This support includes assembly, disassembly, repair and modification, 
and storage, and issue of spare and repair parts therefor. Presently 16 
dispersed temporary buildings, totaling 22,591 square feet, are being 
utilized to partially meet requirements. These structures were built 
during 1929-41 as storage warehouses, latrines, and supply and admin- 
istration buildings. They are unsuited to present requirements due to 
insufficient ceiling height, floor area, and electrical power ; and absence 
of temperature and humidity control. Failure to provide requested 
facilities will result in reduced effectiveness in training missile person- 
nel, inability to provide all essential support, continued jeopardy of 
personnel health and safety due to lack of proper handling and decon- 
tamination facilities, and difficulty in maintaining security of these 
classified items. Present facilities will be demolished or revert to orig- 
inal use, dependent on condition of individual buildings and require- 
ments. 

Three missile ground handling equipment buildings (Department 
of Motors) : Project required to provide facilities essential to the sup- 
port of the Department of Motors’ new academic building (authorized 
in fiscal year 1959). Approximately 363 students (officers, officer can- 
didates,.and enlisted. personnel). attend classes daily during the aca- 
demic year. Proposed facilities are necessary for efficient and effective 
instructions in maintenance of the various type engines used in missile 
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handling equipment and are cannon pieces. Sixty percent 
of training involves practical shopwork. Frame structures located 
approximately 3 miles from academic building and built in 1942 as 
stables and motor repair shops are presently being utilized for these 
activities. Upon construction of this project. and the new academic 
building, the present buildings will be demolished as the area in which 
they are located is required as.a new missile troop housing area. 

hree missile maintenance equipment shops and facilities: Project 
required to provide facilities to meet new requirements for mainte- 
nance and repair of 1,038 vehicles and equipment of guided missile 
(LaCrosse) battalions. All existing shops are fully utilized by other 
troop units. Failure to provide requested project will result in La- 
Crosse battalions being without maintenance facilities to meet opera- 
tional requirements for maintenance of equipment and training of 
personnel. ' 

Hardstand, three missile battalion equipment parks: Project re- 
quired to meet new requirement for service drives and parking for 
1,038 vehicles of guided missile (Lacrosse) battalions. Project will 
provide all-weather surface for parking, servicing, and maneuvering 
vehicles, including trailers, guided missiles, and large equipment inci- 
dent to guided missiles. All existing hardstands are fully utilized by 
other units. Failure to provide project will result in these Lacrosse 
battalions being without facilities for parking and maintenance of 
vehicles. It will be necessary to park and service large and heavy 
equipment in unstabilized areas, resulting in undue wear on equip- 
ment and handicapping servicing, maintenance, and training ac- 
tivities. 

Missile maintenance shop, Field Artillery Training Command 
(SP): Project required to provide minimum training facilities essen- 
tial to support the new troop trained specialist program. The pro- 
gram includes training in electronics and mechanics, propulsion, and 
ground handling and is the only source of qualified replacements for 
missile battalions, Sensitivity of training missiles and allied equip- 
ment precludes outdoor training. All existing comparable facilities 
are now utilized to satisfy the U.S. Army Artillery and Missile Sctiool 
requirements. Scope of project is based on needs of the new program 
and dimensions of missiles and allied equipment which must be placed 
in close proximity to missile because of cable lengths and accessibilit 
for training purposes. Failure to provide facility will seriously af- 
fect the efficiency of the program. 

Missile maintenance shop and facilities, Redstone (SP) : Project 
will provide missile ground repair and supply facilities required by 
an Ordnance support company, Redstone. This new mission requires 
third and fourth echelon maintenance, and training therein, be per- 
formed on all equipment of a Redstone missile group, including over 
450 vehicles of which many are peculiar to the Redstone missile. In 
addition, approximately 3,000 items of missile parts and supplies must 
be received, stored, and issued. No facilities exist for this new mis- 


sion. Failure to approve project will result in inability to effectively 
accomplish missile maintenance and training mission. 

Motor maintenance shop: Project required to provide facilities for 
maintenance and repair of 306 vehicles of newly assigned guided mis- 
sile support units (Signal company, Reconnaissance a oo Engi- 


heer company, and command headquarters, heavy). All existing 
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shops are ‘fully. utilizedby: other: troop unitss; Failure to: provide 
project will result in guided missile supporting units being without 
motor repair facilities necessary for maintenance of equipment and 
training of personnel. 

Hardstand, motor park: Project required to provide service drives 
and parking for 306 vehicles of newly assigned guided missile sup- 
port units (Signal company, Reconnaissance company, Engineer com- 
pany, and commnd headquarters, heavy). Project will provide all- 
weather surface for servicing, maneuvering, and parking vehicles, 
trailers, guided missiles, and large equipment incident to guided mis- 
siles. All existing hardstands are fully utilized by other troop units. 
Failure to provide project will result in guided missile support units 
being without motor park facilities for assigned equipment and train- 
ing personnel. It will be necessary to park and service equipment in 
unstabilized areas, resulting in undue wear on equipment and handi- 
capping maintenance of equipment. 

e CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that stands. 

Mr. Coneian. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHammman. Yes. 

Mr. Conetan. On Fort Sill, General-—— 

.The Cuarrman. I couldn’t hear. 

Mr. Conexan. Are there any plans that you know of in reference 
to acquisition of rea] estate in that area? 

(Chorus of “Can’t hear.’’) 

Mr. Conetan. At Fort Sill. 

The Cuamman. I can’t hear you. 

Mr. Couetan. I asked if they plan to acquire any real estate in that 
area. 

General Sreman. There are no present approved plans for acquir- 
ing any real estate at Fort Sill. 

Mr. Conetan. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Can’t hear you, General. 

General Sreman. There are no present approved plans, Mr. Morris, 
for acquisition of additional real estate at Fort Sill. 

At some time in the future, just as the airplane increased its range, 
the time will come to consider the problems. 

(The Cuatrman. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CHairMan. Without objection, Leavenworth, Kans., is ap- 
proved for $160,000. 

(Fifth Army area, Fort Leavenworth, Kans. : Utilities, $160,000. 

General Szeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Support of Command and General Staff College and U.S. Discipli- 
nary Barracks. Home of Midwest Relay Center. 

he present personnel strength of this installation is 3,270, and the 
long-range strength is 4,234. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $23,035,963. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $12,678,000. Authorizaticn in this request to- 
tals $160,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Emergency Powerplant, Midwest Relay Center Receiving Station: 
Project is required to provide an emergency source of power for the 
radio receiver station at the Midwest Relay Center in the event of 
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commercial power failure caused enemy action or acts of God: 
This relay center is a key installation in the Army communication 
administrative network for direct transmission and receipt of voice 
and teletype messages throughout the world. Both the transmitting 
and the receiving station must be widely separated and capable of 
continuous operations at alltimes. The location of this station is in an 
area subject to violent storms and winds. Commercial power has been 
disrupted to some extent; 14 power failures were recorded in 1956 
which delayed operations for a few minutes up to 12 hours. No fa- 
cilities for this purpose exist ; neither is there a building which might 
be used to house the generator and appurtenant facilities. The radio 
receiver building has been authorized under Public Law 84-161 and is 
now under construction. Completion is scheduled for June 1959. If 
this emergency powerplant is not provided the receiver station must 
rely entirely on commercial power and serious interruptions of essen- 
tial communications may result. 

The Carman. Now, at Fort Leonard Wood. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Mo.: Operational facilities, medical facili- 
ties, and utilities, $553,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 

The current mission of Fort Leonard Wood and the U.S. Army 
Training Center, Engineer, is to direct and administer a replacement 
training center to accomplish the following: 

(a) eceive, process and train enlistees and inductees in basic train- 
ing, leadership, certain common and engineer specialist training, and 


such other training as is required by appropriate Army training pro- 


grams and directives of higher headquarters, and 

(6) Provide suitable housing, training facilities, logistical support 
and administrative assistance for all training and authorized direc- 
tives, including Reserve components of the Department of Defense. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 24,171, and the 
long-range strength is 17,624. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $67,112,857. Authorization net 
- in inventory totals $5,376,000. Authorization in this request totals 

593,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: 

Telephone exchange: This project is required to provide a perma- 
nent telephone exchange building with a modern 6,000-line dialing sys- 
tem. Existing main telephone exchange is located in a mobilization 
type building of 5,448 square feet constructed in 1941. The telephone 
equipment occupies 1,500 square feet while the remaining 3,948 square 
feet is divided between the post signal office, communication center, 
cryptographic room and photo lab. Other telephone exchanges, lo- 
cated in the hospital and post office (Leiber Heights) occupy space in 
mobilization buildings designed for other purposes. These buildings 
are in fair condition. These structures cannot be ventilated for proper 
care and maintenance of the telephone equipment. In view of the 
number of calls handled (40,262) and the proposed increase in perma- 
nent new construction at this installation, including over 2,000 units 
of family housing, the 6,000-line system is needed and should be in- 
stalled in a properly ventilated building of sufficient size to permit the 
desired service. This construction will release space for its original 
design use and will result in an annual saving of $156,300 in salaries 
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and maintenance. The annual maintenance cost of the new exchange 
should not exceed $5,000 for 5 to 10 years. 

Alterations and addition to hospital mess (SP) : Improvement and 
expansion of the existing consolidated mess (building 74) of the U.S. 
Army hospital is essential to provide a modern war aad? facility for 
preparation and serving of food for hospital patients. The proposed 
work includes: (a) addition to the dining space in order to increase 
the seating capacity from 190 to 438; (b) addition and/or renovation 
to provide new diet kitchen, diet storage, and food cart service for 
parking and preheating 28 carts simultaneously; (¢) addition and/or 
renovation to the kitchen to provide vegetable storage and prepara- 
tion; (d) addition and/or renovation to provide meatcutting and 
dishwashing rooms; (¢) provisions for wash rooms and lockers for 
male and female personnel; (/) provision for dietician’s office; (7) 
installation of new kitchen equipment; (/) alterations to improve the 
structural conditions. The mobilization type saree now being 
used for the patients mess was built in 1941 and contains 7,183 square- 
feet of floor space with a total seating capacity of 190 patients. Dur- 
ing winter season when the patient load is higher an additional mess 
must be provided in another similar building. These buildings have 
deteriorated to the extent that simple, maintenance can no, longer 
suffice. In addition, the condition of flooring and kitchen equipment 
in these buildings prohibits full compliance with safety regulations. 
The proposed work under this project will provide a patient’s mess 
in one building that is structurally sound and adequate to accommo- 
date the peak patient load, modern equipment arranged for maximum 
efficiency of food preparation and serving, and meet requirements of 
health and safety. Since the construction of a new permanent hospital 
is not planned for the near future, the need for this project. cannot 
be overemphasized. Inspectors, at all times, have been extremely 
critical of the present condtions. Annual maintenance cost on build- 
ing 74 is not known, but it has been estimated that maintenance costs 
will be reduced 60 percent. 

Expansion of electrical system: This project, is required in order to 
expand the electrical distribution system to provide the necessary 
ene for existing facilities and proposed construction. The Sho-Me 

ower Corp. has completed a 69-kilovolt transmission line to the post 
from the north boundary of the reservation and will construct an 
additional line to the post when the electrical load exceeds the capacity 
of the first line. Completion of the changeover from the existing 33- 
kilovolt power supply to the new 69-kilovolt source involves installa- 
tion of 12.47-kilovolt lines and switchgear from the new substation 
to the existing substation and connecting 12.47-kilovolt lines to stra- 
tegic points on the post’s 12.47-kilovolt distribution system. Provi- 
sion of the necessary switchgear and extension of lines will permit 
reception of adequate power for all foreseeable needs through the new 
substation. ; 

Eight hundred family quarters (Capehart): This project is re- 
quired to provide an additional increment of authorized permanent 
family housing facilities for this installation.. Fort Leonard Wood 
is located in Pulaski County, Mo., in a very isolated area. Construc- 
tion of on-post housing is required to provide family quarters for as- 
signed military personnel who are unable to find adequate private 
quarters located within a 30-minute driving period, and for key civil- 
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jans who are required to live on the reservation in order to be readily 
available in the event of an emergency. Based upon a survey con- 
ducted by questionnaire of all permanently assigned military person- 
nel living off post with dependents, the condition of community sup- 
port housing has been found generally to be poor. Only 12 units 
located within a 30-minute driving period were found to be adequate— 
3 for occupancy by officers and 9 iy noncommissioned officers. Many 
families are living in one-room apartments or rental trailers, many 
are without private baths, and some have no indoor toilet facilities or 
potable water. Distances range from just outside the reservation 
boundaries to approximately 100 miles. The majority appear to be 
35 to 50 miles from the post. Population figures for towns and com- 
munities within 30 miles of the installation are quite small, with most 
averaging less than 1,000. The city of Rolla, Mo., is 30 miles distant 
and has a population of 9,354. All available private housing is fully 
occupied and the communities have no known plans for construction 
of rental property. 

Installation: Fort Riley, Kans. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: The primary mission 
is the support of a combat-ready tables of organization and equipment 
Infantry division as part of the Army General Reserve. Other func- 
tions include, support of the aggressor center, U.S. Army hospital, 
various nondivisional units, and Reserve, Reserve Officers Training 
Corps, and National Guard elements; supervision of five field mainte- 
nance shops, and Noncommissioned Officers Academy; collection of 
intelligence; and accomplishment of various area missions. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 20,458, and 
the long-range strength is 20,784. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $72,571,682. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $5,354,000. Authorization in this request 
is not available. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Eight hundred and sixty-seven family quarters (Capehart) : This 
project is necessary in order to provide adequate family quarters for 
military personnel assigned to this station. According to a recent 
survey, only 24 percent of the rental units within a 30-mile radius of 
Fort Riley and currently occupied by military families are considered 
as adequate. 

The majority of units available for rent are substandard because of 
insufficient size and inadequate sanitation facilities, such as the sharing 
of baths and kitchens by two or more families. Approximately 70 
percent of available rental units involve costs at least 10 percent in 
excess of the authorized allowances. Quarters containing two or more 
bedrooms are very difficult to locate and cost of rent is far in excess of 
military allowance. At times it is almost impossible for a family of 
four or more to obtain housing in the local communities. There are no 
circumstances to indicate that the off-post housing facilities for mili- 
tary personnel will improve appreciably in the near future. Ninety- 
two units of substandard on-post housing will be demolished when 
this construction is completed. 

The Cuairman. A reexamination shows that that should be raised 
to $593,000. 
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Without objection, the item is approved, $593,000. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. May I ask some questions about the St. Louis Support 
Center? In establishing the Engineer supply office, in the Army- 
th Mart Building, do you project any long-range residence in 
there / 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

The Granite City-St. Louis area is the center of the engineering 
supply control mission throughout the world. As you know, there 
are a number of scattered installations throughout the city that are 
being combined in the support center and they must 

Mr. Price. I agree with you, in trying to get them all into one room. 

General SkrmMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. But isn’t that a pretty crowded building right now, the 
Mart Building? 

General Seeman. Our information from the support center and 
from the 5th Army is that that is their recommended position, to 
improve this space to be able to accommodate that supply control 
office with their automatic data processing machinery. 

Mr. Price. Would you run a check on that facility and project it a 
little into the future, to determine your availability of space in that 
particular building, with all your other supply offices located in the 
Mart Building, with the idea in mind that some day you are going to 
need a permanent home for this Engineer supply control office? _ 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

The Mart Building is an 18 story reinforced concrete, brick-faced 
structure containing 1,066,135 gross square feet of space. Usable space 
amounts to 849,094 square feet of which 688,153 square feet are occu- 
pied or allocated for occupancy in the near future. Space on the first 
10 floors formerly used as a warehouse has been, and is being, con- 
verted to good office space as rapidly as funds for conversion can be 

rogramed with the objective of getting all Army activities out of 
eased space in St. Louis. The building is not overcrowded at present, 
and still has an expansion potential. The only known deficiency result- 
ing from concentration of activities in this building is the lack of and 
the high cost of parking space for employee vehicles. 

The space already allocated to ESCO, which will be occupied upon 
completion of the construction authorized in this bill, will be the per- 
manent home for that agency. Other agencies such as the Armed 
Forces Examining and Induction Station will be moved into the Mart 
Building as soon as funds become available for conversion of addi- 
tional former warehouse space. 

The Cuamman. Without objection. 

Now, we get to Army Support Center, St. Louis, Mo. 

(Administrative facilities, $261,000.) 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
To supply logistical supply, maintenance, and service support for 
such installations and activities in the St. Louis area as provided for 
in the 5th U.S. Army logistical support plan. To provide adminis- 


trative support as directed by 5th U.S. Army. Perform such other 


duties and functions as may be assigned by higher headquarters. 
The present personnel strength of this installation is 536, and the 
long-range strength is not available. The inventory total of land 
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and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $4,035,072. Authoriza- 
tion not yet in inventory totals $3,346,000. Authorization in this 
request totals $261,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 

Additional conversion, Mart Building: The Engineer Supply Con- 
trol Office is now occupying space in three widely dispersed buildings 
in the St. Louis area. ESCO headquarters and supply operations 
are located in the Davis Building, comptroller operations in the Vet- 
erans’ Administration Building, and catalog operations on the seventh 
floor of the Mart Building, 12 city blocks from the Davis Building. 
Current rental, custodial, and utilities costs for housing ESCO opera- 
tions approximate $378,914 anually. Annual custodial and util- 
ities costs for accommodating all of the ESCO operations in the 
Army-owned Mart Building are estimated at $190,000. Conversion 
of warehouse to office space in the Mart Building to accommodate 
‘he remainder of the ESCO operations is computed at $261,000 
(item 4, sec. IT). At an annual saving of $188,914, the Govern- 
ment would accrue savings to offset conversion costs in less than 
114 years. While the savings are significant, primary benefit would 
accrue from consolidation of the whole of ESCO into one building 
for efficient operation. This is considered essential for the following 
reasons : 

(a) The efficiency of the newly established system for the integra- 
tion of item and dollar accounting is considerably impaired by lack 
of access by comptroller to common files of the Supply Operations 
Division. 

(6) The supply control and distribution functions are being re- 
tarded by separation of the Supply Operations Division from the 
Catalog and Technical Division. Where Federal stock number in- 
formation is questionable, identification of items for issue and pro- 
curement requires repeated contact between these two elements. The 
identification area is currently particularly active under the program 
of logistics transfers between technical services. 

(c) A full-time schedule of vehicle operations with trips every 
half hour is currently being employed to maintain document flow 
and movement of personnel between buildings. This alternative will 
never approximate the operational arrangement which would be 
achieved by consolidation into one building. Moreover, the direct 
savings which would accrue from reduced vehicle operations would 
be a further benefit to the Government. 

(7d) Additional benefits would result from consolidation of the 
ESCO and 5th U.S. Army communication facilities and utilization 
of common support services at the Mart Building. 

(e) Closer working relationships would facilitate management of 
the organization and in turn produce improved worker morale. 
While an intangible element, its effect on operations cannot be under- 
estimated. 

The Cuatrman. We find that to be satisfactory. 

Now, the 6th Army area. 

Mr. Price. Will you run that check ? 

General Skeman. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Price. In the view of getting a permanent home for this 
Attan 
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The Cuatrman. I find Baywood Park, Fort Ord, and Presidio to 
be entirely satisfactory. 

(Baywood Park, Calif. : Real estate, $144,000.) 

{pore Ord, Calif. : Supply facilities, $85,000.) 

Presidio of San Francisco, Calif. : Utilities, $218,000. ) 

General Szeman. Installation: Baywood Park, Calif.: Real estate, 
$144,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: No current mission 
exists, as area is excess to U.S. Army requirements. However, as 
area constitutes a portion of that formerly used by U.S. military 
forces of amphibious training and impact area, the impact area 
cannot be decontaminated, and must be acquired. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is not available, 
and the long-range strength is not available. The inventory total of 
land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals none. Author- 
ization not yet in inventory totals none. Authorization in this re- 
quest totals $144,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 

Land acquisition: Purchase of the land is necessitated due to iis 
contamination with unexploded ordnance items to such a degree thiat 
decontamination is virtually impossible. The area is a portion of 
approximately 8,810 acres used by the U.S. Army as an amphibious 
training and impact area beginning in the early period of World War 
II. Although the entire area was contaminated at one time, dedudding 
activities conducted by Corps of Engineers bomb and shell disposal 
teams have reduced contaminated area to the 487.28 acres concerned: 
however; certificate of clearance cannot be executed for this remaining 
area. Since cost of decontamination will exceed the cost of the land, 
fee title acquisition is proposed in order to avoid annual rent pay- 
ments, probably much increased after 1961, and to settle current 
damage claims in the amount of $76,000, now in suspense by the lease 
agreements. Failure to acquire the proposed land will require pay- 
ment of damage claims and probable increased annual rental pay- 
ments. After acquisition, the area will be fenced and posted to 
prevent trespassing. 

Installation: Camp Irwin. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provide camp opera- 
tion, training, administration, servicing and supplying as follows: 

(a) Army combat training area to: (1) Complete individual and 
unit training of Active Army, U.S. Army Reserve and National 
Guard tank units involving firing of main ammunition and special 
equipment such as mechanized flame throwers which cannot ordinarily 
be carried out at home stations; (2) conduct combat firing and techi- 
nical exercises. 

(6) U.S. Army hospital which provides medical care for eligible 
personnel. 

(c) U.S. Army garrison for Camp Desert Rock, Nev., which (1) 
provides administration and logistical support to all participating 
troops and observers assigned to Camp Desert Rock; (2) Maintains 
and preserves supplies and equipment during interval period between 
exercises. 

(d) Necessary facilities for training Army antiaircraft units to 
include firing at field exercises. 
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In addition, Camp Irwin is responsible for normal area missions, 
such as: Military police activities off-post functions, ordnance and 
signal, maintains repairs and support for recruiting, etc. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 1,794, and 
the long-range strength is 818. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $10,224,643. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals zero. Authorization in this request is 
not available. , 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 

One hundred forty family quarters (Capehart): Camp Irwin is 
an isolated military installation located beyond a reasonable com- 
muting range from the nearest community of Barstow, 37 miles away. 
The access road from Barstow is a low-grade, hazardous secondary 
road containing a number of sharp radius curves. There are 200 
inadequate family dwelling units located at Camp Irwin. These 
prefabricated units had been in use at San Pedro, Calif., prior to 
being moved by truck to Camp Irwin in 1953. Due to type, materials 
of construction, and age, maintenance is unduly high. These units 
cannot economically be altered or improved to qualify as adequate 
housing. The nearest civilian housing area is at Barstow, approxi- 
mately 37 miles from Camp Irwin. Also the nearest adequate source 
for civilian employment is San Bernardino, a distance of 120 miles 
from Camp Irwin. It is therefore, essential that in order to recruit 
qualified civilians for the top and key positions, quarters be provided 
on the installation, as well as providing adequate housing for the 
assigned military personnel. 

Installation : Fort Ord, Calif.: Supply facilities, $85,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: The general mission 
at Fort Ord is to provide the headquarters for the U.S. Army Training 
Center, Infantry, and Fort Ord (an integrated headquarters) which 
provides for the command, operation training, administration, service 
and supply of the 6th U.S. Army area Food Service School. Common 
Specialist School, recreation center and general reserve units which 
will continue to operate at this installation. In addition, the Combat 
Development Experimentation Center is based at Fort Ord. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 21,213, and 
the long-range strength is 21,172. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $57,549,407. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $10,101,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $85,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Aircraft parts storage building (FM) : This project is required for 
the safe storage of parts for aircraft maintenance. Facilities will in- 
clude provisions for receipt, storage, and issue of parts. No facility 
exists for parts storage for field maintenance. The prior authorization 
outstanding is for a helicopter company and a fixed-wing tactical sup- 
portcompany. Deletion of this project will necessitate the storage of 
these parts for issue in a temporary building 4 miles distant, thus 
delaying urgent repair work. 

Five hundred family quarters (Capehart) : The 500-family housing 
units are required to supplement the existing permanent family hous- 
ing at Fort Ord and the available community support of adequate 
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housing. Shortage of housing requirements is now being met by 
utilization of substandard and inadequate quarters in Ord Village and 
Pacific Heights on the post, use of house trailers; offpost substandaril, 
excessive costs, and excessive distance. The effect on the installation 
at this time will result in the military personnel who are authorized 
housing facilities being forced to reside in substandard, inadequate, 
and excessive rental quarters. There is no intercity bus service which 
includes Fort Ord in its system. The Greyhound Bus Lines is the 
only public transportation system which has a station at Fort Ord. 
The Greyhound schedule does not provide frequent enough service, 
nor does the schedule arrivals and departures from the various com- 
munities coincide with the peak periods that result from the daily work 
schedule of either military or civilian employees at the post. In addi- 
tion, the Greyhound does not serve half of the communities surround- 
ELI Ord. 
he population of the Monterey Peninsula area was 50,099 in 1950, 
estimated to be 60,000 in 1952, and 85,706 in 1958, which includes the 
following cities and their immediate surrounding areas, that range 
from 3- to 14-mile distance from the post are: Seaside, Monterey, Del 
Rey Oaks, Pacific Grove, Carmel, Carmel Valley, Marina, Del Monte 
Park, Carmel Highlands, and Pebble Beach. In addition, Watson- 
ville which is 26 miles from Fort Ord and Salinas 17 miles from Fort 
Ord, have a population of approximately 14,500 and 31,000, respec- 
tively, both have grown proportionately to the other communities. 
In addition to the above, newly assigned personnel are forced to take 
any available housing whether substandard or not, or live in motels 
at daily or weekly rates. The housing situation is further com- 
plicated by the constant demand for community housing by military 
personnel attending the Army Language School and the Naval Post- 
aduate School and are arriving for classes which start at varying 


times throughout the year. 
Installation: Presidio of San Francisco, Calif: Utilities $218,000. 
The mission of this installation is as follows: Provide housing, 
work facilities, and 1 ae administrative and logstical support 


to headquarters 6th U.S. Army, Letterman Army Hospital, head- 
quarters, XV U.S. Army Corps (Reserve and Antiaircraft Artillery 
tactical units on post and to units of 6th Regimental U.S. Army Air 
Defense Command and other 6th U.S. Army activities located off 
post. Provide logistical support to Reserve component units and 
activities on post and off post within XV U.S. Army Corps area. 

The present personnel strength of this installation 1s 4,434, and the 
long-range strength is 5,163. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $27,736,748. Authorization 
ast yet in inventory totals, none. Authorization in this request totals 

218,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Sewage treatment plant (Fort Barry): Item required to collect 
and treat raw sewage to eliminate present pollution of surface water 
and ocean beaches in compliance with State of California sanitary 
laws. Existing sanitary sewage facilities lack effective capacity, pro- 
vide no treatment, and use and age have caused deterioration beyond 
normal repair. This condition is a potential menace to public health 
and prevents full compliance with State laws. Annual maintenance 
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cost on the existing plant is $6,000. Estimated annual maintenance 
cost on the proposed plant is $1,000. If project is not approved, this 
condition will become progressively worse and invite criticism from 
local health authorities. 

Modification and addition to storm drainage system: Project re- 
quired to prevent. continued flooding of industrial section of the in- 
stallation which is a near-sea-level San Francisco Bay waterfront 
area bounded on the south by the highway approaches to the Golden 
Gate Bridge and extending from the east reservation boundary to 
the vicinity of the Golden Gate Bridge toll plaza. That part of the 
existing storm drainage system which required reconstruction has 
completely deteriorated. Most of the system includes wooden stave 
pipe which has decayed and prevents runoff and causes flooding. In 
addition, the system was not designed for maximum runoff. Ex- 
cessive rains which occur on an average of three times during the 
winter months cause overflow in the sanitary sewers. This overflow 
strikes the backed-up tide waters from the bay with high velocity 
thus forcing water into the streets through manholes and catch basins, 
and flooding of buildings by back-up in the sanitary sewers. This 
condition exists in the industrial area of the installation. These 
heavy rains disrupt operational and storage activities each time they 
occur and cause an estimated annual loss to the Government of 
$45,000. This amount plus the annual maintenance cost of $6,500 
could be saved by the construction of this project. Estimated annual 
maintenance for the new construction is $1,000. 

Mr. Gupsrr. Mr. Chairman, I have heard objections voiced by local 
citizens to this land acquisition near Morro Bay. I would like to know 
more about it. Am I correct, that there is a land acquisition there? 

Mr. KeLLener. Baywood Park, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Real estate. 

Mr. Gursrr. And also the Congressman who represents that dis- 
trict spoke to me about it yesterday. I believe he is opposed to it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, we will pass that item over for the time being. 
We approve Fort Ord and Presidio. 

Now, we are coming down to the U.S. Military Academy. 

U.S. Military Academy, West Point, N.Y.: Family housing and 
utilities, $6,417,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: To 
instruct and train the Corps of Cadets so that each cadet shall have 
the qualities and attributes essential to his progressive and continuing 
he opment throughout a lifetime career as an officer in the Regular 
Army. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 3,541, and the 
long-range strength is 7,890. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $56,391,382. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $19,918,000, Authorization in this request 
totals $6,303,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Expansion and rehabilitation of heating systems: This project will 
provide a reliable source of heat by replacing the individual coal 
hand-fired heating boilers in eight large buildings at the south end 
of the post with steam from the central powerplant. Some of the 
existing boilers have been in service for 22 years and are in poor con- 
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dition. For the past 2 years these boilers have required an excessive 
amount of maintenance to keep them in operation. Using steam from 
the central powerplant will be more economical than utilizing separate 
heating plants. Major improvements and replacements are required 
to the obsolete heating system serving the quarters of the Superin- 
tendent, Commandant and senior professors. The present heating 
system consists of a conglomeration of piping, added to from time to 
time, resulting in uneven heating, leaks, noise, and hammering, and 
high maintenance costs. The piping for the most part is in an ad- 
vanced stage of deterioration. Installation of steam converters in 
each building for forced hot water system and replacement of existing 
piping will effect permanent improvements to the heating systems 
of these buildings. 

One hundred and fifty-six family quarters, company grade (MCA): 
This project is required to provide family housing facilities for officer 
personnel assigned to this station. There are insufficient family 

arters to meet either the current or long-range requirements. The 
Gs. Military Academy has a singular status as a “school” in that 
family housing is required not for students, but for officers and enlisted 
personnel required as instructor and support personnel to meet the 
mission of the Academy. The community area within a 30-minute 
commuting period of USMA approximates 50,000 inhabitants, con- 
sisting primarily of small rural communities and country hamlets of 
less than 5,000 population. As a result, this area consistently fails 
to possess the minimum required capability of adequately absorbing 
the USMA off-post requirements. A portion of the 30-minute com- 
muting area lies across the Hudson River, requiring a trip via toll 


bridge or ony To the north lies Stormy King Mountain which must 


be crossed by highway and which presents a definite obstacle to travel 
during inclement winter months. Limited road network and moun- 
tainous terrain present a marked hindrance to travel beyond a 30- 
minute commuting area. Further, the community area is not con- 
ducive to housing development. Incentives for private construction 
fail to exist since industries are not present to stimulate growth. In 
fact, the local community is supported by and derives its major income 
from USMA activities and personnel. Military personnel do not 
provide the necessary attraction for a sound financial private housing 
project. All family quarters are occupied. To assist in alleviating 
the shortage of officer housing, 95 sets of NCO quarters have been 
diverted for officer housing. Housing on West Point dates back to 
mid-1800 and although livable, many quarters require modernization. 
The requested project for 156 family units for accomplishment with 
appropriated funds results from the inability to successfully develop 
a Capehart housing project of the same number of units authorized 
under Public Law 85-685. The rocky terrain coupled with the high 
construction costs in this area precluded keeping the total average 
cost within the cost limitation of the Capehart law. This project 
will provide housing for company grade officers comparable in quality 
to housing generally provided at other Army installations. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I understand that you are asking a reduction 
on account of better estimates, to bring that to $6,303,000, is that 
correct ? 

General Seeman. The new estimate, Mr. Chairman, is $6,417,000. 

The CHarrMan. $6,417,000. 
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General SEEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keiieuer. $6,303. . Mr. Chairman, I believe that is incorrect. 

General Seeman. Just the reverse. 

Mr. KELLEHER. $6,303 is the correct new figure. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Can you tell the committee how that happened? 
We don’t want to do anything at West Point that would interfere 
with it at all. 

Now, why are you reducing it approximately $100,000? What 
happened ¢ y ' 

General SreMaN. It is just an indication of a further status of the 
plans and of improved estimate. We found that there was a certain 
reduction that could be made in the heating facilities for two 
buildings. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

General Seeman. In the estimate concerned. 

The Cuatrman. Then, the committee will approve for $6,303,000, 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, it stands at $6,503,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I ask a question ? 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. General, I see here on the long range personnel 
strength, it calls for 4,906 enlisted men as against 968 presently 
there. 

What would account for that 4,000 increase in enlisted men at the 
Military Academy? Is that a misprint? 

General Seeman. Sir, I can’t answer that question. I will have 
to provide it for the record. It ig rather a startling item in that 
list. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I would appreciate that information. Thank you. 

(The information requested is as follows:) 

The 4,906 long range strength is composed of 3,500 cadets and 1,406 enlisted 
men. The 968 is only enlisted men. In addition, we have 2,466 cadets. 

. Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. While we are on this item, I would like to call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that this item was not down 
last year. The housing there for the Military Academy is very 
sorely needed. 

Now, the great trouble is, in the State of New York where of course 
we have extremely high standards, these houses can’t be built for the 
—_ that was originally specified, but you can’t get them for one 
cent less. 

And I think another thing that the committee should consider, 
if they don’t build them this year they are going to cost more the year 
after. So when we go before the Appropriations Committee, I hope 
that this item will be stressed, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. How much—are these appropriated houses? 

Mr. Ketitener. These are appropriated fund houses, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuatrman. Appropriated houses? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many ? 

General Seeman. 156. 





1358 


Mr. Ketiener. 156, 

- ‘The Cuairman. Now, the law is putting a maximum at $16,000? 

Mr. Keriener. That is only for Capehart, Mr. Chairman, but these 
would be in excess of the limitations, cost limitations that each year 
appear in the appropriations bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. All right. Then we better correct it. Can we 
correct it in this bill, that they are not bound by that limitation ? 

Mr. Kertener. If we authorize them at this rice, the Appropria- 
tions Committee of course could still cut them back, but it would be 
support for their approval. 

erhaps you would like to know what the limitations were in last 
year’s appropriation act for MCA housing. 

The Caeaaeich Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keiiener. There were $22,000 for generals or equivalent, $19,- 
800 for colonels, $17,600 for majors and lieutenant colonels, $15,400 for 
second lieutenants, lieutenants, captains, and warrant officers, and 
$13,200 for enlisted personnel. 

But the overall picture here will bring these hotises' in excess of those 
amounts. 

The Cuamman. Then in our report we can deal with it in that 
fashion. 

Mr. KetirHer. Yes, sir. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Thank you, very much. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, we will take—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, on this housing thing, might I make 
this one observation ? 

If you divide the figure that we have up here for this housing by the 
number of houses, you are getting into a cost of $35,000 apiece. 

I get a little bit disturbed when I see an item in ‘there of $10,000 per 
house for grading. 

Now, you don’t know what in the world is running this cost up to 
that extent, but it is an awful lot of money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, members of the committee, we will take a 
recess now and start tomorrow morning on the Alaskan Command. 
It is necessary for me to appear on TV, which is going all over the 
United States. So I will ask Mr. Kilday to continue the hearing 
tomorrow morning at 10 0’clock. Everybody be here. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. I realize you can’t hear him today, but Congressman 
Teague of California is on his way down here to ask for a deletion of 
this Baywood Park land acquisition. May I move it be deleted now? 

The Cuarrman. Not until we have some testimony on it. We will 
take it up tomorrow. 

Mr. Gupser. This afternoon, will we have a session ? 

The Cuairman. Tomorrow. 

Mr. Gurser. Tomorrow. 

The Cuarrman. Wait one minute. The committee won’t meet this 
afternoon. We will meet tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon. at 11:53 a.m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
on Wednesday, March 11, 1959. ) 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Wednesday, March 11, 1959. 


The committee met at 10:10 a.m., Hon. Paul J. Kilday, presiding. 

Mr. Kitpay. The committee will be in order. 

This morning we will continue hearings on H.R. 4414, a bill to au- 
thorize certain construction at military installations and for other 
purposes. ; 

The Chair would like to note that when the committee arose yester- 
day we had Brigadier General Seeman before us. There has been a 
change. I see this morning we have Major General Seeman. 

General Sreman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. [Applause.] 

Mr: Kizpay. I want to congratulate the general on a well-merited 
promotion. : 

General Seeman. Thank you, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. General, on yesterday we had considered the 6th Army 
area, at page 5 of the bill, the Baywood Park, Calif., real estate item 
of $144,000. } : 

It was agreed at that time that we would go back to that item in 
order to hear the gentleman from California, Mr. Teague. Mr. 
Teague is here, and we will be glad to hear him now. 

Will you come around, Mr. Teague. 

Mr. Becker. Is that Baywood Park, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Baywood Park, on line 4, page 5. 

If you like, you can have a chair. 

Mr. Tracue. I will remain standing, Mr. Chairman. 'Thank you 
very much. 

Mr. Kitpay. Go ahead with your statement. The committee will 
be in order. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is it in the book? 

Mr. Ketiener. 206. Volume 1. 

Mr. Kitpay. You may proceed. 

Mr. Treacur. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I suspect 
that before the committee gets through considering this bill you will 
have authorized possibly more money to be spent in my congressional 
district than any other congressional district in the country. If not, 
it will be close to the top. Iam here in the rather strange position of 
asking that you delete or remove one item. That is the item of 
$144,000 for property acquisition in the Baywood Park area of San 
Luis Obispo County: Calif. This has to do with a proposed acquisi- 
tion of some 600 acres which is considered to be contaminated be- 
cause of landing operations which were carried on there during World 
War IT, as I understand it. 

The reason for my request that the item be deferred or removed from 
this bill is that I am not entirely satisfied that all tests have been 
made to establish that this area can’t practically be decontaminated 
at least in part. 

As evidence of that fact, I wired out there yesterday to one of the 
newspapers which has taken a great interest in the subject and re- 
ceived this morning this wire in reply : 


Army had demolition squad working at Baywood Park last week, indicating 
going ahead with clearance of land for return to public use. I met the group. 
All explosive ordnance experts. 
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I personally met with a group of citizens in the area last fall, and 
these people are very much concerned about the situation for this 
reason. 

They understand, and I understand, that the Army has no use for 
thisland. Itdoesn’t fit into its plans at all. 

It has proposed as a matter of public safety to exercise its options 
under leases held, so that the land will be forever removed from pub- 
lic use. 

Now that may or may not be necessary. 

I certainly would not want to be a part of any arrangement 
whereby land is opened up for public use, if there are going to be 
ney or death resulting. 

ut the tests are still going on. I have not yet been furnished a 
copy of the report which I understand will be forthcoming in the 
matter. 

I can see no harm whatsoever in putting this over for a year, until 
we have had a chance to complete the further tests which are being 
undertaken. 

After all, $144,000 perhaps isn’t very much money, but it seems to 
me it would buy a little old jeep or a bazooka or something, and there 
is no reason to this year make the authorization. 

This land is potentially very valuable real estate, subdivision de- 
velopment—of that type of character. 

The county assessor of San Luis Obispo County has furnished me 
with an estimate that it would, if put into subdivision properties, 
return to the county of San Luis Obispo in 20 years, $4 million in 
taxes. 

In summary, then, my request is: There is no reason at all to au- 
thorize this acquisition at this time. There is no harm whatsoever in 
putting it off for another year, until we have had a chance to com- 
plete the tests which are being undertaken. 

I respectfully request that that action be taken by this committee. 

Mr. Kirpay. I would like to ask the gentleman from California: 
The contamination consists of unexploded shells by reason of the 
fact that this was used as an amphibious training area—is that cor- 
rect 

Mr. Tracur. That is correct. And there have been some tests made 
and some unexploded shells discovered. 

However, it hasn’t been demonstrated that they exist over this en- 
tire 600 acres. It is quite possible that a portion of it can be found 
not to be contaminated or at least contaminated in such a compara- 
tively small fashion that it can be decontaminated. 

Mr. Kitpay. How is the property now protected against someone 
being injured ? 

Mr. Tracue. It is “signed” at least and partially fenced. I under- 
stand there is substantially no danger from surface travel over the 
area. It is an area of sand soil, which shifts considerably. The 
possible danger would come from future excavations in connection 
with buildings and swimming pools and things of that sort. 

Mr. Kirpay. Of course, the gentleman realizes there is a substan- 
tial liability on the part of the Government under the Federal Tort 
Claims Act. 

Mr. Teague. I do realize that, certainly. 

Mr. Kitpay. I happen to be interested —— 
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Mr. Txacue. It has been in this condition for a great many years. 
Hunters and so forth, I understand, occasionally go over the land. 
They may hop the fence. I don’t know. But to my knowledge there 
have been no incidents to— 2 ‘ ; } 

Mr. Kinpay. I happen to be interested in a private bill pending 
now where a boy, a very small boy, lost both legs from the explosion 
of a dud shell adjoining a military reservation. Of course, the Gov- 
ernment now faces a claim of $50,000 in that bill. 

The gentleman from New York? . 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. The only thing I wanted to bring up, 
with the gentleman from California, is the fact that there is some 
$76,000 in claims pending now on—against the Government on this 
property. As the chairman just said, there are potentially more 
claims. 

But I would agree with the gentleman that if another year would 
determine this issue, that certainly we ought to go along with it and 
defer this item for another year. , 

Mr. Kitpay. General Seeman, do you want to be heard on this 
item ? 

General Seeman. The Army is much appreciative of the personal 
interest of Mr. Teague in the subject. We are in a situation where 
this few hundred acres is the vestige of what was an amphibious train- 
ing area during the war, of some 8,000 acres. We had reached the 
point on the rest of the area that we released where we could give a 
good, sound certificate. 

Certainly with regard to the deep penetration of possible ex- 
plosive shells, we should always try to see if there isn’t some more ex- 
ploration to do on this. 

You are exactly correct, that there are six tracts involved with cer- 
tain claims outstanding. 

Four of the tracts have an option of the Government to buy at a 
certain price. One is owned by the State, in which the situation ex- 
ists that they could no give an opion. The other is the one on which 
the outstanding claims is involved. 

The Army would have no strong objection to the recommendation 
of the Congressman from California, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. In other words, you can hold onto it for at least this 
next year and it will still be in the hands of the Government and pro- 
tect the Government to that extent ? 

General Sreman. That is correct, sir. We presented it to your 
— last year. The deadline is the expiration of the leases in 
1961. 

Mr. Kirpay. 1961? 

General SreMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from California, Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorr. You made the general statement that the Army would 
have no objection to Congressman Teague’s request. If it is appro- 
priate, I would like to move that the matter be deferred for another 
year. 

Mr. Rrvers. I second it. 

Mr. Kinpay. I think the motion would be that it be stricken from 
the present bill. 

Mr. Doyte. I make that motion. 
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General Szmman. It is a situation we will have to face sooner or 
later. In these shifting sand dunes, there is a conflict of opinion of 
experts as to whether you would have to go down to 30 or 40 feet and 
you would get into a clearance problem of millions of dollars—— 

Mr. Rivers. The only reason you are buying it is because you have 
an option. You have no use for it, have you? 

_ General Sreman. There is no military requirement for it at this 
time, 

Mr. Rivers. If it was good land, you would have no use for it? 

General Szeman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kunpay. If it ite over for a year, you will be in position to 
retain possession of it 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And protect the Government against any substantial 
liability under the Federal tort claim. Is there objection to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from California ? 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. Winsteap. As I understand you now, they can’t necessarily 
keep people off this property ? 

r. Teague. May I answer the question ? 

Mr. Winsteap. I am not opposed to postponing it for a year. 

Mr. Kizpay. The gentleman from California. 

Mr. Teacue. I can see no difference in that regard. We have the 
property under Federal control now, under a lease, or some arrange- 


ment. The Federal Government could keep people off now just as 


well as they could if they owned it in fee. 

Mr. Kitpay. Is there objection to the motion made by the gentleman 
from California? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kitpay. The Chair hears none. The item is stricken from the 
bill. 

Mr. Tracue. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I ask you to go back to the 3d 
Army? I could not be here yesterday. I wanted to inquire of Gen- 
eral Seeman—— 

Mr. Kixpay. Is there objection to the request made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina? 

(No response. 

Mr. Kitpay. The Chair hears none. We will go back to the 3d 
Army area, on page 4 of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. On last year, General Seeman—or the year before, 
when I was the head of the Real Estate Subcommittee, I know you 
had a project in for a Capehart project at the Charleston Transpor- 
tation Depot. As you know, they have from $200 to $300 million 
worth of invasion equipment, more than any other place on the 
Atlantic seaboard. It is your major port for invasion equipment, am 
I right, Major General ? 

Geel Seeman. Yes, sir, it is one of our major transportation 
bases. 

Mr. Rivers. It is a good way from the city of Charleston—around 
12 miles, at least 10 miles. They had a 12-unit Capehart project, if 
my memory serves me correctly. 

General Sreman. That is correct. 
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Mr. Rivers. Isn’t that correct, Mr. Kelleher? 
Mr. Keiener. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Rivers. They had someone to bid on a project of that 


magne. 
Mr. Kitpay. How many ? 

Mr. Rivers. I think it was 12, but. whatever it was, they couldn’t 
get it. I went after them, but they couldn’t seem to get it constructed. 

They said this year you will bring it in under an appropriated 
fund housing project. I thought sure that would be the case. Why 
wasn’t that done? 

General Seeman. You are correct, sir. We have an unfulfilled 
requirement for family housing for that station. Under the guide- 
lines and the limitations, we just couldn’t work it in under the criteria 
for appropriated fund housing. 

We only have one or two items for MCA, or appropriated fund 
housing in the bill, and they are at remote stations which could not 
qualify under the Capehart act, or just couldn’t in any other way. 

Mr. Rivers. Didn’t the project go forward on this in the 3d Army? 

General Seeman. The 3d Army and the Transportation Corps 
recommended it, sir. However, at the staff level, we just could not 
see our way to clear it, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. What was the cost of the item when it came through? 

General SremaNn. Colonel McCarty. 

Colonel McCarry. I am Colonel aii: Chief of Family Hous- 
ng. The estimate was $251,000 for 12 officer quarters at Charleston, 
S.C., depot. 

Mr. case. Mr. Chairman, I think that is ridiculous, Those 
people are sitting out there in these World War I buildings. I used 
to sell newspapers there. I was raised there. They are World War I 
things. The wind blows through them so fast it will make your 
head swim, They got a full colonel out there, and a good one. The 
ae whom you just relieved went to Taiwan. It is a first-class 
outfit. 

Colonel McCarry. Mr. Rivers, we did request Department of De- 
fense approval of this project. 

Mr. ay Mr. Chairman, I want to move that that item be re- 
stored, in the amount—how much ? $251,000? 

Colonel McCarry. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the name of the base ? 

Mr. Rivers. Charleston Transportation Depot. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Kelleher, how would the amendment be worded ? 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 3, Mr. Chairman, following line 9, after 
Fort Eustis, “the Charleston Transportation Depot, family housing, 
$251,000.” That would be the insertion. 

Mr. Kitpay. The question is the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. Those in favor will signify by holding 
up their hands. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Smarr. Twelve. 

Mr. Kirpay. Those opposed, by raising their hand, 

Mr. Smarr. None opposed. 

Mr. Kizpay. The amendment is agreed to. ; 

Now on yesterday we had completed the item of the military acad- 
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emy on page 5. We begin today with the Alaska Command area, page 

5 of the bill. Mr. Kelleher. 

‘ Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. Alaska Command area, page 223 in the 
ook. 

_ Fort Greely: Family housing and community facilities, $2,395,00v. 
General Sreman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
The Army Arctic Center includes U.S. Cold Weather and Mountain 

School (survival, tactical, and logistical operations), Arctic Test 

Branch (research and development functions), and Chemical Test 
Center. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 1,041, and the 
long-range strength is 898. The inventory total of land and improve- 
ments as of June 30, 1958, totals $35,746,655. Authorization not yet 
in inventory totals $1,345,000. Authorization in this request totals 
$2,395,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

‘Chapel (300-seat) with religious educational facilities: This project 

‘is required to provide an adequate place of worship and religious 
onary for military and civilian personnel stationed at this isolated 
post. The existing chapel, an emergency type structure on the old 
post more than a mile from the new permanent post; has been con- 
demned by the post commander as unsafe. Facilities being used con- 
sist of a 16 foot by 35 foot quonset for administrative space; a 16 
foot by 35 foot quonset (capacity 60 persons) for Sunday school and 
meditation chapel; and the auditorium of the Cold Weather Moun- 


tain School for Sunday morning services for all faiths. These facili- 
ties are used strictly as an emergency measure, and should not be con- 
tinued in use as they are not conducive to a «i of worship. Re- 


habilitation of the deteriorated chapel would require complete re- 
construction at a cost of $175,000 without providing adequate facilities 
for worship. The facilities being used will be returned to their orig- 
inal icin purpose when permanent facilities are provided. De- 
ferral of this project to a later program will make mandatory the con- 
tinued use of inadequate facilities with attendant increase in the 
morale problem. Removal or demolition of any existing facility will 
not be required. 

Forty family quarters (MCA): This item will provide an incre- 
ment of permanent family quarters for military and civilian personnel 
at this isolated installation. Present needs are being met: by the use 
of 168 units of existing permanent quarters, 33 substandard units in 
converted buildings which are deteriorated beyond economical repair 
and will be demolished when adequate quarters are provided; 43 
spaces are available for parking of private house trailers. Offpost 
rental units consist of house trailers, substandard log cabins, and 
shacks. Rentals charged for this substandard housing is in excess 
of that which military and civilian employees can afford to pay. Lack 
of adequate family quarters at this remote installation causes assigned 
military and civilians to leave their families in the United States, 
which results in dissatisfaction among the military and a high rate 
of civilian turnover. If facility is not provided the installation will 
continue to be confronted with the morale and turnover problem 
which results in lowered efficiency in the accomplishment of the in- 
stallation’s mission. Location does not require the demolition or re- 
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location of any existing facilities. Due to high construction costs, it 
was not feasible to construct adequate family quarters within allowable 
mortgage limitations of the Capehart Act. ‘ 

Mr. Kettener. Go ahead, General, and give the story on it. 

General Seeman. At Fort Greeley we have two items, sir. One is 
a chapel and the other is an item which I alluded to just a few minutes 
ago for 40 sets of family quarters by appropriated fund procedure. 

This is a remote station on the Alaska Highway in the interior. 

There is no civilian community nearer than Fairbanks, 100 miles 
away. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kelleher, is there any comment from the staff ? 

Mr. Ketiener. There is none on this item, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kizwpay. Without objection, the item will be approved. Pro- 
ceed to the next item. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 226. Fort Richardson: Training facilities, 
$321,000. 

General Sxeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Logistic support for all Army operations in Alaska, including special 
requirements for supply and maintenance facilities for both Alaska 
civilian component and continental Active Army units receiving tac- 
tical training in Alaska. Provide ground and antiaircraft artillery 
defense for Elmendorf Air Force Base. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 8,063, and the 
long-range strength is 12,471. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $139,640,995. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $8,555,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $321,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Trainfire I range: Permanent range facilities are required for the 
training and maintaining of combat readiness of troops supported by 
this installation including the Organized Reserves, National Guard, 
and Air Force. The scope of these facilities is determined by the 
Army training program in relation to the present arms assigned and 
the permanent peacetime strength and represents minimum require- 
ments. Without the proposed training facilities, adequate troop 
training cannot be accomplished, leaving unqualified personnel to 
handle the Army’s basic mission. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a trainfire range, the new training procedure 
to give our troops more realistic firing training annually each year. 

Mr. Krrpay. Is there any comment from the Staff ? 

Mr. Ketiener. None on this one, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Tactical installations and support facilities, page 
228. Various locations: Family housing, $1,646,000. 

General Seeman. The mission for this installation is as follows: 
Provide antiaircraft defense for key military installations and major 
industrial centers in the continental United States and key military 
installations overseas. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $1,597,000. Authorization not-yet in inventory totals $12,264,- 
000. Authorization in this request totals $1,646,000. 


34066—59-—No. 17——28 
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The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
uested are: 
ighty family quarters (MCA): This project is required to provide 
permanent family housing, within operationally acceptable commu- 
ting distance of tactical sites, for authorized personnel assigned to the 
various Nike defense areas. To assure operational readiness of onsite 
tactical units, commuting time criteria of 10 minutes from quarters to 
the tactical site has been established. In areas where no housing is 
available within this criteria, married personnel are required to remain 
onsite for indefinite periods. Lack of adequate family housing is 
presently creating a serious morale problem, with the resultant effect 
on reenlistment of critical career personnel. If this housing is not 
provided, the overall effectiveness of Nike missile units and joint man- 
ual direction centers, over protracted periods of operation, may be 
diminished. 

Five hundred and seventy-five family quarters (Capehart) : This 
project is required to provide permanent family housing, within opera- 
tionally acceptable commuting distance of tactical sites, for authorized 
personnel assigned to the various Nike defense areas. To assure opera- 
tional readiness of onsite tactical units, commuting time criteria of 10 
minutes from quarters to the tactical site has been established. In areas 
where no housing is available within this criteria, married personnel 
are required to remain onsite for indefinite periods. Lack of ade- 
quate family housing is presently creating a serious morale problem, 
with the resultant effect on reenlistment of critical career personnel. 
If this housing is not provided, the overall effectiveness of Nike mis- 
sile units and joint manual direction centers, over protracted periods 
of operation, may be diminished. 

Mr. Becker. Where is this in the bill ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. This is on line 16, sir, page 5. 

Mr. Rivers. It is on 228 in the big book ? 

Mr. Keviener. 228 in the book. 

Mr. Kiuwpay. General Seeman. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, these are 80 sets of appropriated 
fund family housing for the various air defense locations scattered 
throughout the United States. They will be in small parcels in seg- 
ments where the leasing program which you have approved and where 
the Capehart omaonak tor which we secured the large proportion of our 
housing will not meet the need. 

Mr. Kizpay. Isthere any comment from the staff? 

Mr. KetLeHeErR. None, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 233. Various locations—incidentally, this al- 
so appears on page 9 of the classified book which I trust is before you. 

Mr. Wampter. 233? 

Mr. Keiiener. 233 in the unclassified one and page 9 in the classi- 
fied. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housng, community facilities, and utilities, $29,026,000. mr 

General Szeman. Installation: Various locations, support facilities, 
SAC bases, $9,000,000. 
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The mission of this installation is as follows : To provide administra- 
tive and logistical support to Nike-Hercules units deployed in defense 
of SAC bases. Hes ani 

Twelve battalion headquarters facilities complexes: Facilities are 
required to furnish control command, administrative and supporting 
facilities for Hercules units deployed to SAC bases. Siting will be as 
determined by the Secretary of Defense. 

Twelve maintenance shops (combination Ordnance, Signal, and 
Engineers) : These shops are required to provide field maintenance to 
Hercules missiles, control equipment and other system peculiar items 
to Hercules units deployed to 12 SAC bases. Siting will be based on 
Secretary of Defense duecadnetbon of SAC bases to be defended. 
Shops are urgently required at two cities, and will be substituted as 
follows, if shop is not required at SAC base: One at Philadelphia; 
and one at Baltimore (Kent County). 

Installation : CONUS-air defense sites, CON US-wide, $452,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: 

Command of surface-to-air guided missile units engaged in the air 
defense of North America. 

Group headquarters facility, site CL-34: The 67th Artillery group 
headquarters has recently moved its operations to site CL-34 as a 
matter of operational necessity. At this site there are certain exist- 
ing facilities capable of accommodating a portion of the headquarters. 
For lack of suiieient facilities, the remainder of the group has re- 
mained at Ravenna Arsenal. It is essential that all activities be con- 
solidated at site CL-34. In order to accomplish this consolidation, 
additional. facilities requested in this item must be constructed for 
troop housing, administrative and motor maintenance activities, park- 
ing areas, and helicopter operations. 

Subgroup motor maintenance facility, site B-84: At present, 2d and 
3d echelon support of motor vehicles in the Boston area is available 
only at Fort Banks and at Quincy. This project will provide a third 
facility in the northwest sector of the area and eliminate the neces- 
sity for vehicles in that sector to make the 40- to 80-mile round trip 
through the antiquated and excessively congested roads and streets 
in the area. 

If the facility is not provided, the vehicles will continue to be ex- 
posed to an exceedingly great traffic accident rate, will deteriorate 
unnecessarily and rapidly, and will consume appreciable extra fuel and 
lubricants. 

Subgroup motor maintenance facility, site S-82: Three Nike bat- 
teries are located on the west side of Puget Sound on separate islands. 
The only maintenance facility is located on the east side of Puget 
Sound some 25-30 miles away. Due to long distances and by neces- 
sity, the use of ferries, maintenance is expensive and time consuming. 
Maintenance is now being performed irregularly and without benefit 
of shelter or proper facilities. If this facility 1s not provided, vehi- 
cles must travel to Fort Lawton on east side of Puget Sound, a distance 
of 25-30 miles via ferry for maintenance. 

Installation: North American Continent air defense sites, North 
American Continent, $8,339,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Command of surface- 
to-air guided missile units engaged in air defense of North America. 
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The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 


is requested are: 

Latrine facilities at various sites: These latrines are necessary to 

rovide toilet facilities for operating personnel on a 24-hour basis. 

ersonnel must now travel a distance of 600 to 900 feet to use existing 
latrine facilities in barracks area. Experience has shown that a sani- 
tary problem is created by emergency need for relief, particularly at 
night and during inclement weather. Lack of these facilities will 
cause a further marked decrease in operating efficiency, health, and 
morale. 


ist region, USARADCOM: Site numbers 
New York 104, 09, 15, 20, 23, 24, 25, 780, *49, 53, 54, '56, vo, 
5, 73,780, 88, 704, 99. 
NF 708, 116, *41; BU 09, 18, 734, *51. 
03, 15, 17, 36, 37, 38, 55, 68, 73, 84, 85. 
19, 29, 38, 58, 69, 79, 99. 
08, 25, 36, 48, 67, 85. 
04, 15, 17, 65, 73, 94. 
18, 31, 58, 85. 
2d region, USARADCOM : 
Washington 25, 26, 35, 36, 44, 45, 54, 64, 774, 83, 92, 98, 94. 
Baltimore 03, 09, 718, 730, 43, 779, 92. 
08, 25, 36, 52, 63, 75, 85, 93. , 
07, 15, 725, 32, 741, 49, 58, 67, 775, 82, 91, ‘9 
02, 08, 25, 36, 37, 42, 48, 52, 62, 71, 92, 93. 
Cleveland 02, 13, 21, 34, 48, 59, 67, 69. 
5th region, USARADCOM: 
Milwaukee ‘ 2, 42; 64, 74, 86, 96. 
Detroit _ 06, 14, 16, 17, 23, 26, 51, *54, 61, 69, 86, 87, 97. 
Chicago. _. 32, 40, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 54, 61, 70, 72, 81, s+. 
92, 98, 94, 98. ; 














6th region, USARADCOM: 
Fairchild 07, 37, 45, 87. 
Hanford 12, 83. 
Los Angeles 04, 09, 14, 29, 78, 94, 96, 98. 
Travis. 10, 33. 
Seattle 13, 33, 61,82, 92. 
CONUS air defense site-latrine facilities in launcher area: 


6th region, USARADCOM: San Francisco__ 91. 
1Indicates double site and will require two latrines at each site. 


Maintenance hangar (RW), site D-15H: This item is required for 
three rotary wing Army aircraft permanently assigned to this de- 
fense (one H-21 and two H-23) in order that proper maintenance 
may be performed during inclement weather, including subfreezing 
temperatures. Need has been met on an as-needed, as-available basis, 
prior to receipt of H-21 aircraft, by use of USAF hangars at Self- 
ridge Air Force Base. Added H-21, and increase in assigned USAF 
aircraft at Selfridge Air Force Base has resulted in nonavailability 
of hangar space. Rental of sheltered space at private airports in this 
vicinity is not available except at prohibitive cost. A maintenance 
shelter is essential for effective operation of these aircraft in suppor' 
of this defense. 

Maintenance hangar, Los Angeles defense area: This defense head- 
quarters is authorized and has on hand one L-20, two H-21’s, and two 
H-13’s and is without adequate facilities for maintenance of the air- 
craft, or for storage or administration space. The item is required to 
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properly maintain, service, and control flying. of the aircraft. Space 
is needed for flight planning and aviation meteorological facilities. 
If this facility is not provided the aircraft cannot be maintained 
properly nor can personnel adequately and safely plan and conduct 
flight operations; serious accidents are inevitable. _t 

Addition to messhalls at various sites: Site PH99 was originally 
constructed as a single site to support a complement of 88 men. The 
doubling of the site was accomplished without an increase in con- 
structed mess facilities. Increased space is required to house water 
heating facilities which are presently installed in the kitchens of these 
messhalls. Food preparation equipment currently installed is inade- 
quate for total number assigned. Space now occupied by boiler equip- 
ment is required for additional kitchen equipment authorized. Units 
are feeding over a longer period and food must. be prepared far in ad- 
vance in order to have a complete menu ready at normal meal time. 
If this facility is not provided, morale will be affected, efficiency low- 
ered and time wasted. There are presently no latrines in these mess- 
halls. Mess personnel must frequently leave steaming kitchens and 
walk from 25 to 50 yards to use latrines in other buildings. If this 
facility is not: provided, the health of both mess personnel and troops 
being served by them will remain in jeopardy. ; 

Construction of a latrine, consisting of a commode and a wash 
basin, as an extension to the kitchen at each of the following 12 sites: 
W25, W26, BA79, BA30, PI25, PI36, PI71, S13,.S82, S92, LA04, 
and LA78. ‘ 

Drainage and minor access road construction at various locations: 
Pave access road at site LA-55 to control area 1,600 feet long and 10 
feet wide with necessary turnouts on curves to reduce possibility of 
accidents. The existing access road is an unimproved, poorly graded 
road which has never been paved. A serious dust problem exists dur- 
ing the dry season. Mud and erosion during the rainy season some- 
times make the road impassable. This site is scheduled for conversion 
to Hercules, and paving of this access road is considered necessary 
to meet the operational standards required for the heavier equipment. 
This project is essential to the safety of personnel and equipment, 
and will help reduce the maintenance on vehicles. Asphalt road con- 
nection F-07 control and F-07 launcher areas, from intersection of 
Euclid and Lyons Road south parallel to Great Northern Railroad to 
Demo Road, a distance of about 1.06 miles, and which will require 
approximately 167,904 SF easement. The shortest existing route 
between the control and launcher areas is 5.6 miles. However. wooden 
bridge with a 9-ton load limit over the Great Northern Railroad is 
unsafe for winter use. The bridge also hasa high center that obstructs 
vision from either approach of the bridge. An unguarded railroad 
crossing is an additional hazard for use of this road. There is a 
minimum of six round trips daily between these areas for messing 
alone. The proposed road would reduce hazards and the distance 
between F-07 launcher area and control area. At site SF-91, con- 
struct concrete LCM landing ramp, approximately 50 feet long by 
OR . s "ee 
25 feet wide with 10 to 15 percent slope, connected to existing access 
road system by a 10-foot-wide bituminous road. At present there is 
no LCM landing ramp at Angel Island. The LCM lands cargo and 
vehicles on the beach making it necessary for a wrecker and crew to 





1370 


be standing by to free mired vehicles. In addition, nonmilitary-type 
vehicles from Bell Telephone, P.G. & E. Co., Engineers, and Ordnance 
field maintenance are often damaged when disembarking from the 
LCM onto the beach due to the tow road clearance. The missile 
trailer, capping compressor, and 29-passenger bus at Angel Island 
are subject to damage in the same instances. A concrete LCM landing 
ramp approximately 25 feet wide, extending from the mean low tide 
line approximately 50 feet inward on the beach with an access road 
tied into the existing road system would eliminate vehicles damage, 
save man-hours, and reduce the possibility of injury to personnel. 
In addition, it would relieve the maintenance burden by allowing 
the Angel Island battery to turn in the combat-type vehicles, now re- 
quired to make the numerous trips to the mainland, and use the stand- 
ard vehicles as authorized in the T.O, & E. At. site NF-03, a 
complete dike system to be placed around the control area. Interior 
and ex‘erior drainage to be provided to accommodate this newly created 
condition. Drainage inside the diked area will lead to a pumping 
station which will discharge into the exterior drainage ditch. Project 
to include grading and turfing with provisions for topsoiling and 
soil conditioning. The ditch along Patrol Road to be regraded to 
prevent Twelve Mile Creek from flowing into the drainage along 
Balmer Road. Flooding conditions occur at this site each spring to 
the extent that the mission is adversely affected. A large portion of 
the area remains swampy during 9 months of the year. It is im- 

rative that the transformers and other units of essential equipment 
99 protected from inundation under all circumstances. The only com- 
plete solution is complete drainage control of the area, indepedent 
of adjacent natural conditions. This can be accomplished only with 
a complete dike around the double control area and interior drainage 
system that is pumped at-all times. This would assure continuity of 
protection and positive drainage under all conditions. Adequate turf 
for the entire area should be an essential part of the project. At sites 
LA-14 and LA-32, provide a more adequate drainage system by use 
of surface treatment or plant mix asphalt on all existing drainage 
ditches. The problem of drainage at these sites is extremely acute 
as the drainage fall amounts to only 5 inches throughout the area. The 
ditches are of graded earth. As water drains, sediment is deposited 
causing ree A smooth flow of water along the ditches is neces- 
sary. If these projects are not accomplished, troops will be diverted 
from their operational mission in an effort (increasingly more diffi- 
cult) to preserve the site from complete erosion and to protect critical 
equipment from irreparable water damage. At site T-86 control area, 
a retaining wall 250 feet long, 10 feet high, and 3 feet thick to prevent 
landslides from blocking and destroying road. A hillside extending 
250 feet along the access road to T-86C contains numerous water 
springs during the seasonal rainfall. Evidence of major slide possibil- 
ity has been shown by several minor slides which have clogged ditches. 
To date, slides have been cleared by troop labor. Recent rains have 
caused a landslide of such magnitude as to be beyond the capabilities of 
repair by troop labor. When this site is transferred to National Guard 
(fiscal year 1961), there will not be sufficient personnel on site to ac- 
complish the removal of slides and keep ditches clean. If this facility 
is not provided, more than $9,000 per year will be required by the 
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supporting Zone of Interior Army for continued maintenance of this 
site. 

‘Davits and hoists for radar towers: These davits and hoists will 
provide a suitable means of rising or lowering heavy parts and tools 
for equipment maintenance. If these facilities are not provided acci- 
dents will continue to occur, equipment will be damaged, maintenance 
will be delayed, and operational capability will be decreased. 
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Total, 6th region. po Ee 12 
Total ARADCOM..-- wanes 224 














Extend radar towers: Project required at sites C-61, C-93, and 
D-87. 'Towers are required to provide operationally acceptable radar 
coverage for Nike-Hercules equipment. Having been installed under 
Nike-Ajax masking criteria, the present elevations of the radars do 
not offer a means of exploiting the increased capability of the im- 
proved equipment. These towers will also decrease significantly the 
recurring cost (and public ill will) resulting from periodic tree top- 
ping for purposes of line of sight. If these towers are not provided, 
the sites will not have the operational capability required for defense 
of these critical areas 
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sgpty-foot radar towers: Towers are required to provide opera- 
tionally acceptable radar coverage for Nike-Hercules equipment. 
Having been installed under Nike-Ajax masking criteria, the present 
elevations of the radars do not offer a means of exploiting the in- 
creased capability of the improved equipment. These towers will 
also decrease significantly the recurring cost (and public ill will) 
resulting from periodic tree topping for purposes of line of sight. 
If these towers are not provided, the sites will not have the opera- 
tional capability required for defense of these critical areas. 

Launcher facilities, site T-33: This item is required to provide 
permanent launching facilities for Nike-Hercules missiles (above- 
ground concept). Thecontrol area at this site was constructed to semi- 
permanent standards, but the launcher site was not. Onsite troops, 
using resources available, provided temporary facilities for the launch- 
er area. These temporary facilities are primitive, and completely 
inadequate. If this construction is not provided, the site at T-33 
will contribute little or nothing to the air defense of Travis Air 
Force Base. 

Replace prefabricated facilities: Project required to provide mini- 
mum barracks, BOQ and administrative facilities at 11 Nike battery 
sites being converted to Hercules and to be retained as Active Army 
sites. These sites are part of a total of 26 constructed in 1954 and 
1955 whereon prefabricated buildings were provided for barracks, 
latrines, BOQ, and battery supply and administration in order to 
expedite construction. Despite constant maintenance, effected in the 
4 to 5 years these buildings have been in use, they are deteriorating 
at an increasing rate. Within not more than 2 more years they will 
have ceased to be usable for full-time occupancy. While this can be 
accepted for the 15 sites being transferred to the National Guard, it 
cannot be risked for the 11 Active Army sites. These 11 sites will be 
required in the CONUS air defense system for many years to come; 
are expected to be utilized for any Army surface-to-air missile 
which may ultimately replace Hercules. If existing prefabricated 
buildings are not replaced, the operational effectiveness of these sites 
will be rapidly decreased as a direct result of and in proportion to 
the lowered morale, health, and general welfare of the troops who will 
have to live and work in an environment bordering on squalor. 

Miscellaneous additions, various locations: (a) Sites LA-09 and 
LA-96 at present have only 4-strand barbed wire fence around them. 
The fence requires continuous repair and even then fails to deter 
vandals and the idly curious. These sites have been repeatedly de- 
clared unsecure by CIC teams. If adequate fencing is not provided 
the insecurity of the sites may ultimately result in their loss by 
sabotage or in tragedy to some trespasser; (b) Sites H-09, H-12, 
and H-83 at present have only 4-strand barbed wire fence around 
them which requires periodic repair. The barbed wire has been ac- 
ceptable thus far because the sites are located within the boundary 
of the AEC reservation. This portion of the reservation, however, 
is soon to be opened to public travel, thus the incidental AEC bound- 
ary protection will be lost. If adequate fencing is not provided, the 
sites will become vulnerable to intrusion for any purpose including 
sabotage, and trespassers may be injured; (c) At site SF-31 unit is 
presently utilizing an old, worn-out, troop-erected prefabricated build- 
ing not insulated and with noscreens. Personnel are subjected to var- 
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ious climates in tliis area. Due to tactical requirements of defense, re- 
quiring personnel to utilize this building at all times, it is required 
that as much comfort as possible be provided so that personnel can 
efficiently perform their tactical duties. If the existing building is 
not replaced, the control area personnel will be completely without 
shelter within a period of less than 2 years; (d) The noise level within 
the launcher area generator building exceeds the noise of a fast freight 
train, at sites NY-09, NY-15, NY-23, NY-49, NY-54, NY-56, N Y-60, 
NY-65, NY-80, SF-09, F-07, F-37, F-45, and F-98. Despite being 
equipped with protective (muffling) headpieces, the generator oper- 
ators cannot endure the pain of continued exposure to the noise. 
These projects will protect the operators, preserve their health, and 
insure the proper operation of the equipment. If the projects are 
not accomplished, the health of the operators will remain in jeopardy 
and the operational capability of the units will not be assured ; (e) At 
site T-33 daily maintenance of buildings and Nike missile systems 
and allied equipment requires storage of considerable quantities of 
paints and oils on site. For this purpose fireproof buildings are es- 
sential and such construction has been completed in all other units of 
this area. Unit presently utilizes a troop constructed wood and metal 
shed which neither meets required standards of fire prevention and 
safety, nor will much longer stand against the elements. 

Installation: Surface-to-air missile sites, $11,235,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Provide air defense 
of the North American Continent. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Missile master and electronic facilities: classified justifications. 

Mr. Smarr. Weare in open session now. 

Mr. Kiupay. Is it necessary that this be discussed in closed session ? 

General Seeman. If the committee wishes to go into further detail, 
we would have to go into the classified section. 

Mr. Kirpay. Does the staff desire to explore any items in the 
amount ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir; I might point out that all of the items are 
set out in reasonable detail in the unclassified book. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. And can be followed in there without reference to 

the classified book. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then it appears in both the unclassified and the classi- 
fied, in the back-up portions? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

General Sreman. It does. 

Mr. Kirpay. Is there objection to the item ? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 
‘ - Bates. General, has this to do with the dispersal program of 
SAC? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; among other things. 

Mr. Kirpay. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The item 
is approved. 

Now we will proceed to outside the United States. 

Mr. Ketiener. Book 2, Mr. Chairman, page 261. 

Mr. Bray. We don’t have 2. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Major, get book 2. 

Mr. Bray. Here it says book 1 of 2. 

Mr. Ketiener. Then you should have book 2 of 2. 

Mr. Bray. We don’t have it. 

Mr. Kerzner. It will be on your desk in a moment. 

Mr. Kitpay. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts want to go into 
it any further ? 

Mr. Bares. Beg your pardon ¢ 

Mr. Kitpay. Is there any connection—no, we hadn’t come to the first 
item outside of the United States. 

Mr. Ketiener. Thisis the first item now. 

Mr. Kitpay. The books are being distributed. So we can go ahead 
with the line items. 

Mr. Ketiever. General, would you take up Helemano, Hawaii, and 
describe it ? 

General Seeman. The first item is an item of 60 acres of land 
acquisition. 

Installation : Helemano, Hawaii: Real estate, $90,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides facilities 
for a receiving station of the Army Command and Administrative 
Network and troop housing for assigned personnel. Headquarters 
for Army Security Agency, Pacific. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 445, and the 
long-range strength is 545. The inventory total of land and improve- 
ments as of June 30, 1958, totals $2,458,103. Authorization not yet 
2 inventory totals $136,000. Authorization in this request totals 

90,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Land acquisition: The existing antenna field was designed during 
World War II for 360° reception to meet communication require- 
ment to cover the entire Pacific. The present and anticipated require- 
ments for Army Command and Administrative Network are to the 
east, and west. When land was acquired, during World War LI, only 
the acreage required for construction of facilities was acquired. Ac- 
quisition of additional 6.11 acres for construction of family housing 
was authorized in fiscal year 1957. The present world situation dictates 
the requirement of a reliable communication facility. Utilization of 
the horn-type antennas will provide the necessary gain and directivity 
which will result in a substantial advantage. 

Certain strategic ACAN stations including USACAN Station, 
Hawaii have been requested to prepare for the installation of these 
antennas. The physical and technical requirements of the horn an- 
tennas are such that the presently available area would not support 
both the present Army Command and Administrative Network and 
Army Security Agency antennas and the new horn antennas. Further, 
the most feasible solution is to expand the existing antenna field rath- 
er than to establish an auxiliary receiving site at another area, which 
would entail duplication of certain facilities, additional cost, and 
additional manning personnel. The establishment of an auxiliary 
receiving facility would be dependent upon a suitable area possess- 
ing the requisite elements essential to a receiving facility, such as: 
freedom from electrical disturbances, and from physical obstruction 
to the electrical wave paths. 
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General SreEMAN. We came before this committee last year request- 
ing 125 acres at this same location. We have reviewed our require- 
ment. It is a communications station which needs some supplemen- 
tary support to provide area for special horn-type directional 
antenna. We have reviewed the possibility of going somewhere else. 
Due to the necessity of utilizing some common base functions at this 
point, our conclusion is that the acquisition of the 60 acres here, 
even though it is relatively expensive land, is the best overall solution 
for the Government. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any comment from the staff ? 

Mr. Ketiener. None, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. Without objection, the item will be approved. 

Mr. Bray. What page is it on? 

General SreMAn. 261 of that book, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Of the second book. 

General Seeman. And 262 in more detail; 261 is correct, yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next item, sir, is page 264. Schofield Barracks, 
Hawaii: Training facilities and community facilities, $1,259,000. 

General SremMan. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Administration, housing and training facilities for troops as peace- 
time garrison; headquarters for U.S. Army, Hawaii 25th Infantry 
Division and Schofield Barracks; depot and repair facilities for 
ordnance, chemical, and engineer; water reservoir for Schofield Bar- 
racks, facilities for quartermaster and medical depot; annex for 
Tripler U.S. Army Hospital ; stockade. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 13,082, and 
the long-range strength is 16,696. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $43,682,848. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $1,310,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $1,259,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are : 

Two trainfire I ranges: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new 
basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide the essential 
training facilities required for rifle instruction for two companies, 
based on this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by 
Trainfire I are currently being utilized. 

Chapel (600-seat) with religious education facilities: Project to 
provide facilities for religious worship and instruction for the mili- 
tary personnel and dependents at Schofield Barracks and 25th In- 
fantry Division. Chapel will permit conducting services for large 
groups at centralized lasiies There are several special religious 
days such as Christmas and Easter when large congregations, both 
Protestant and Roman Catholic, cannot be accommodated in present 
facilities. Present Protestant Sunday School has enrollment of over 
650. With the completion of 1,326 Capehart housing units early in 
1959, it is expected that the enrolJment will exceed 1,000 and the 
actual attendance will exceed 700 per Sunday. On occasions when 
there are programs to which parents and guests are invited, there are 
more than 1,000 persons present. Increase in attendance at religious 
services indicates that by the completion of the 1,326 Capehart hous- 
ing, temporary relief in chapel buildings will be required. 

The existing post chapel is a wood frame building built in 1920 at 
a cost of $4,000 with a seating capacity of 225 and a floor area of 
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2,250 square feet. This facility now serves a dual role as a regimental 
and post chapel. It is inadequate to serve in either role. The 36- 
year-old structure has been damaged extensively by tremites and 
wood rot and is proposed for demolition. 

Existing semipermanent chapels, 23,616 square feet, will be retained 
for services and other religious activities. 

Standard plans to be modified to eliminate requirement for space 
heating and to add additional areas for religious education for t!e 
anticipated increase in Sunday School enrollment. 

Mr. Kitpay. General Seeman. 

General Seeman. There are two items here, Mr. Chairman. One 
is for a Trainfire range which I discussed before for realistic 1‘! 
training. Another is a chapel at this location at Schofield Barracks. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any comment from the staff ? 

Mr. Ketiener. None, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item will be approved. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Page 268. Camp Buckner, Okinawa: Training 
facilities, $217,000. 

General Sreman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
Carries out the responsibilities of the United States in the Ryukyu 
Islands as directed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and protects the in- 
terests of the United States in the Far East. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 6,288, and the 
long range strength is 24,215. The inventory total of land and in- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $193,908,000. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $47,119,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $217,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Trainfire I ranges, Bolo: This project is required to provide two 
company-size Trainfire I range facilities for the U.S. Army on 
Okinawa. The facility will serve some 7,000 Army troops. The e=t:h- 
lishment of Trainfire I ranges is an armywide program planned fo: 
completion and use in fiscal year 1960, and training under this pro- 
gram will supersede previous-training methods. It is essential that the 
training program on Okinawa be geared to the armywide change in 
training methods. 

There is only one item at this base, sir. That is the Trainfire range. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Ketteuer. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is out of place in the 
book. It appears on page 411. 

Pacific scatter system : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities. 
troop housing, and utilities, $3,104,000. 

General Seeman. Installation: Pacific scatter system No. 2, $102,- 
000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provide highly reli- 
able communication facilities with a reduced vulnerability to interfer- 
ence, for use by Army, Navy, and Air Force. In response to approved 
national policy, the Joint Chiefs of Staff developed a wanldwide plan 
(DCEM 1167 and 1212) for the employment of scatterwave radio com- 
munications. This plan, approved by Department of Defense, desig- 
nated the Army as the management service to install this type of cir- 
cuitry in the Pacific area to meet the requirements of all services. This 
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facility will have the additional mission of providing technical train- 
ing for Army, Navy, and Air Force personnel who are assigned as.re- 
placements to all sites of the system. This project is part of the fourth 
increment of the Pacific scatter system. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $0. Authorisation not yet in inventory totals $156,000, Au- 
thorization in this request totals $102,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Enlisted men’s barracks with mess: This item is required to provide 
housing for personnel assigned to this installation. 

Installation: Pacific scatter system No. 10, $203,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Provide highly relia- 
ble communication facilities with a reduced vulnerability to interfer- 
ence for use by Army, Navy, Air Force. In response to speryse na- 
tional policy, the Joint Chiefs of Staff developed a worldwide plan 
(DCEM 1167 and 1212) for the employment of scatterwave radio 
communications. This plan, approved by Department of Defense, 
designated the Army as the management service to install this type of 
circuitry in the Pacific area to meet the requirements of all services. 
This project is part of the fourth increment of the Pacific scatter sys- 
tem, and involves the installation of a scatter circuit between Pacific 
scatter system No. 10 and Pacific scatter system facility No. 14 in order 
to extend the Pacific scatter system to the area which will be served 
by Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $0. pe dan aaah not yet in inventory totals $108,000. Au- 
thorization in this request totals $203,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Additional FPIS electronic-equipment building: Requirement ex- 
ists for a scatterwave radio communications circuit from Pacific scat- 
ter system facility No. 10 to Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. 
Equipment building presently used at this site is not adequate to house 
equipment required for the additional circuit. If this item is not 
provided, equipment for the new circuit cannot be installed, and the 
Pacific scatter system cannot be extended to meet the needs of the mili- 
tary services for reliable communications to the area to be served by 
Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. 

Additional FPIS building: Requirement exists for a scatterwave 
radio communications circuit from Pacific scatter system facility No. 
10 to Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. Power equipment and 
building installation at this site is not adequate to power the additional 
electronic equipment required for the additional circuit. If this item 
isnot provided, the new circuit cannot be installed. This item will pro- 
vide power, both primary and emervency, for the communications 
facility. The extremely high reliability required from, and engi- 
neered into, circuits terminating at this facility precludes the use of 
commercial power, or the use of power from a system supplying facil- 
ities other than this particular communications facility. 

Additional FPIS site utilities: Requirement exists for a scatter- 
wave radio communications circuit from Pacific scatter system facility 
No. 10 to Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. Present site utilities 
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are not adequate to serve the additional electronic and power generat- 
ing equipment required for the additional circuit. If this item is not 
provided, the new circuit cannot be installed. 

Installation: Pacific scatter system No. 14, $2,799,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Provide highly re- 
liable communication facilities with a reduced vulnerability to inter- 
ference, for use by Army, Navy, Air Force. In response to approved 
national policy, the Joint Chiefs of Staff developed a worldwide plan 
(DCEM 1167 and 1212) for the employment of scatterwave radio 
communications. This plan, approved by Department of Defense, 
designated the Army as the management service to install this type of 
circuitry in the Pacific area to meet the requirements of all services, 
This project is a part of the fourth increment of the Pacific scatter 
system, and involves the installation of a scatter circuit between Paci: 
fic scatter system facility No. 10 and Pacific scatter system facility 
No. 14 in order to extend the Pacific scatter system to the area which 
will be served by Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 195s, 
totals $0. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Authoriza- 
tion in this request totals $2,799,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Communications equipment building: Requirements exist for a 
scatterwave radio communications circuit from Pacific scatter system 
facility No. 10 to Pacific scatter system facility No. 14. No buildings 
presently exist at this site. No other site in Japan is suitable for 


this facility and obtainable from the Japanese Government. If this 

item is not provided, equipment for the new circuit cannot be in- 

stalled and the Pacific scatter system cannot be extended to meet the 

needs of the one A services for reliable communications to Japan. 
] 


Vehicle storage: The remoteness of this site from existing U.S. 
Armed Forces facility areas precludes obtaining vehicle transporta- 
tion: from existing motor pools for purposes of obtaining emer- 
gency supplies, logistical support items, or transporting operating 
personnel to U.S. eae hospital facilities or to other communication 
activity areas in the Tokyo complex. One 6- by 6- 214-ton general- 
purpose cargo vehicle and one sedan or jeep will be required and a 
garage is necessary to perform required 2d and 3d echelon mainte- 
nance on these vehicles. To conserve fuel, manpower, and man-hours. 
a local gas pump and gasoline fuel supply must be available within 
the area to support these two vehicles, the nearest motor-pool refuel- 
ing point being 12 hours’ driving distance from this site. 

Barracks and bachelor-officers’ quarters with mess: The remote- 
ness of this site from existing U.S. Forces area in Japan precludes 
obtaining logistical support for this facility from other areas. ‘The 
approximate driving time between the remaining U.S. Forces depot 
in the Kanto Plain area and this site is approximately 12 hours. The 
quantity of equipment and resultant power supply necessary for the 
operation of this station requires approximately 27 enlisted men and 
4 officers. Messing, recreational, administrative, and storage areas 
must be contained within this building to provide a completely self- 
sufficient logistical support program for the operating personnel. 
Department of the Army manning table for the Japan Terminal will 
be approximately 27 enlisted men and 4 officers. 
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Sentry house: This station is remotely located from any U.S. Forces 
facility area in Japan. Because of the sensitive nature of this classified 
communication facility, 24-hour guard must be provided for the area. 
A sentry house removed from the operational building is required so 
that unauthorized personnel will not have access to any restricted area 
prior to identification. 

Power building (6,000 square feet) : Requirements for power source 
are as follows: 

1. Primary power source is commercial power, 60 cycles per second. 

2. Secondary power source is two each 500 kilowatt-diesel generators 
plus one rotating spare. 

3. All voltages to be regulated and frequency to be held to 58-62 
cycles per second. 

4. Automatic diesel start and power transfer equipment. 

5. 4169 V 30 generating and supply voltage to equipment building. 
Transformer vault at equipment building. 

Utilities: Utilities are required for completely self-supporting 
facility. If this item is not provided, the new circuit cannot be in- 
stalled. 

Modification of building: Modification of first floor, building 898 to 
provide for relocation of the Tokyo Army Communication Adminis- 
tration Network Primary Tape Relay Center, 66,000 square feet. This 


portion of project will house electronic and teletypewriter equipment 
and protect from adverse climatic changes by providing humidity and 
dust control. Building, 30,000 square feet, presently utilized, was con- 
structed in 1940 and is located 9 os vewersene one-half mile from Camp 


Drake. Because of indications of structural failure, in an area subject 
to frequent and severe earthquakes, installation of additional elec- 
tronic equipment, required to meet assigned objectives, is not feasible. 
Rehabilitation of present building is not economically possible. Modi- 
fication of building at Camp Drake (building 898) will provide con- 
siderably more space for expanded operations of the Army strategic 
and non-tactical-communications objectives. If this portion of the 
project is deferred, operations will continue to be subject to loss of 
communications capability for Japan into the Army Communication 
Administrative Network Global Communications System. 

Rehabilitation: Modification of west wing, second floor, building 
898, 13,770 square feet. AJ] work included in this project required 
to provide a tri-service (Army-Navy-Air Force) communications re- 
lay center. The Army is host command by direction of the Depart- 
ment of Defense and (Army Security Agency) is presently occupying 
a of the building under interim conditions. This project will 
iave to be completed prior to occupancy of the Air Force and Navy, 
since no facility presently exists to accommodate them. This project 
will consolidate three departments in one location. If this portion 
of the project is not provided, a joint communications relay center 
cannot be established as presently directed by DOD. 

New construction: This portion of the project is necessary to pro- 
vide a workable facility for use of all departments (Army-Navy- 
Air Force) : 

1. Additions to buildings, 7,028 square feet will provide space 
for the air-conditioning and electrical equipment required to pro- 
tect and keep in operation the in excess of $3 million worth of 
tachnieal eaninment, 
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2. Emergency powerplant, 2,000 square feet, to be located north 
of building 898, and to house three 600-kilowatt generators and 
three 200-kilowatt generators for “no-break” emergency power. 
These generators will provide a source of standby power for use 
when commercial power fails to assure continuity of the 24-hour- 
per-day communications mission of this station. 

3. A storage building, 1,768 square feet, for incendiary material 
required for destroying classified equipment and material in 
event of emergency evacuation. Incinerator for routine burning 
of classified waste. Also required is a 150-foot tower, and out- 
side utilities (roads, walks, electrical distribution, water, sewer 
system, sewer, and fencing around incendiary storage building 
and transformers). 

The entire project will consolidate the Army-Navy and Air Force 
in one location; provide a joint communications relay center together 
with the Tokyo Army communication administrative network primary 
tape relay center. ‘This consolidation is considered urgent in the in- 
terest of national defense. 

Emergency electric powerplant: Power equipment is needed to 
support the Tokyo Army communications administrative network pri- 
mary receiver station since the presently installed 100-kilowatt fre- 
quency converter is inadequate to support present equipment plus ex- 
pansion indicated for the immediate future. Present emergency 
power of one 100-kilovolt and two 100-kilowatt generators is inade- 

uate forthesame reason. Failure to provide the equipment requested 

or the same reason. Failure to provide the equipment requested 
under this project will jeopardize the Army communications adminis- 
trative network communications mission from fiscal year 1960 for- 
ward, since commercial power available is unsatisfactory without the 
50-60 cycle per second frequency converter. Emergency generating 
equipment is imperative since, without it, frequent failures of com- 
mercial power would sever Army communications administrative 
network communication between Tokyo and the rest of the world. 

Mr. Kizpay. General Seeman. 

General Seeman. There are a number of items in this Pacific scat- 
ter-system which I may make a general statement on, Mr. Chairman. 

It is the improvement and increase of the capabilities of our Signal 
Corps worldwide command and communication network. 

It has used various titles over the years—the ACAN system, the 
Strategic Command system, and so on. 

It has been thoroughly reviewed by the Department of Defense 
to see where it fits in among all the Services, and these items in indi- 
vidual cases fit into that system, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. General, what does that scatter system mean? May- 
be the word “scatter” means exactly what it says. I don’t know. — 

General Sreman. It in effect means what is says. It is a question 
of where they bounce these long-range radio waves off of the various 
layers of the ionosphere or troposphere, and then direct it and collect 
it at the next station and relay it around the world. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Kewiener. Caribbean Command area. Page 271. Fort 
Kobbe, Canal Zone: Training facilities, $228,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: To 
furnish necessary garrison facilities for quartering and training of 
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assigned units in furtherance of the overall mission of U.S. Army 
Caribbean. Provides ground and antiaircraft defense of the Panama 
Canal, training of individuals for deployment in other overseas 
theaters. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 1,712, and 
the long-range strength is 3,007, The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $6,021,285. Authorization not 

et in inventory totals $0. Authorization in this request totals 
$228,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Trainfire I ranges: Trainfire I has been adopted as the new basic 
rifle course by the Army. This project will provide for essential train- 
ing facilities required for rifle instruction based on this new training 
concept. Facilities which are outmoded by trainfire I are currently 
being utilized. 

Mr. Kiipay. General Seeman. 

General Seeman. Here, again, sir, there is just one item—a train- 
fire range for training of the infantrymen and other troops. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Ke.ttener. Page 274. European Command area. 

France: Training facilities, $140,000. 

General Seeman. The mission of this installation is as follows: 
To provide depot-level logistical support for U.S. Army troop units 
stationed within the jurisdiction of the European command, and to 
provide such logistic support to Navy and Air Force elements as may 
be authorized in existing joint cross-servicing agreements with those 


services. To provide a —— logistical base of sufficient capacity 


to satisfy requirements for U.S. Forces in European command during 
normal periods and to be sufficiently flexible in base facilities to pro- 
vide the greatly increased requirements of those units subsequent to 
mobilization. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $191,460,000. Authorization not yet in inventory totals 
$107,749,000. Authorization in this request totals $140,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 

Trainfire I ranges: Ranges are needed to meet training require- 
ments directed by the Department of the Army. Facilities outmoded 
by trainfire I are currently being utilized. No facilities exist to 
support this new training concept. 

This, again, sir, is a trainfire range. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 277. 

Germany: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $10,838,000. 

General Seeman. Installation: Germany, unknown location, 
$1,113,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide firing 
ranges and troop training for personnel of U.S. Army, Europe, in 
Germany. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 


34066—59—No. 17——29 
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Trainfire I ranges: Ranges are required for implementation of 
Department of the Army requirements for employment of traintire 
training methods in overseas commands in fiscal year 1960. The 
specific requirements for range facilities are based on limitation of 
land availability in Germany. There are no existing facilities of this 
type. 

Installation : Bad Kreuznach subarea (62), $970,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide logistical 
support for lodger U.S. Army units in the Bad Kreuznach subarea. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 12,326, and 
the long range strength is 12,288. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $61,581,862. Authorization 
not yet in inventory totals $962,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $970,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Addition to motor maintenance shop: The construction is required 
to provide 60 percent of the shop space authorized by criteria. This 
shop is justified by the support mission of two platoons of an infantry 
division ordnance company which presently supports two infantry 
battle groups. Criteria authorizes a total of 17 shop bays for these 
units; they are presently assigned 4 bays. Although an additional 13 
bays are authorized, space limitations will only allow the expansion of 
the existing shop building by 5 bays. Installing of a hand-operated 
5-ton hoist on a monorail in each of the five bays is necessary to provide 
a maintenance shop where heavy engines may be efficiently removed to 
a motor stand for effecting necessary repairs. Without this project 
the field maintenance support capability of these ordnance units will 
be seriously impaired. The present building now being used is in- 
adequate in that it does not have sufficient height to permit the removal 
of tank armor and tank engines by using the M—62 wrecker or the 
iM-74 tank recovery vehicle beams. This work is now being accom- 
plished outdoors and doesnot produce satisfactory results during 
inclement weather. The four bays in the present building will be 
used for repair and maintenance of wheeled vehicles. 

Quartermaster laundry, extension: This project will provide an an- 
nex to the laundry for administration, sanitation, and supply. This 
10,000-man laundry is accomplishing the work of a 20,000-man plant 
by operating on a 2-shift basis. Since receipt and delivery of work is 
done on only one shift, the space provided is insufficient. This results 
in clogging of aisle space and difficulty in locating finished work since 
shipping space is overcrowded to the point of total loss of efficiency 
in segregating shipments. This project provides for an annex to ac- 
commodate a new office area; the present office area would then be used 
for expanding the adjacent shipping and receiving facilities. 

Central heating plant (Lee Barracks) : The heating capacity of the 
existing low pressure heating system in Lee Barracks has been inade- 
quate for the past 4 years and cannot furnish the prescribed tempera- 
ture stated in SR 420-440-1. Additional buildings, added to the heat- 
ing system, as well as newly created heating facilities have generated 
requirements for approximately 47.5 million B.t.u.’s per hour. The 


eae $51,127,227 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. 
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existing low pressure system is 25 years old and has a maximum output 
of approximately 31.7 million B.t.u.’s per hour. For the past 3 win- 
ters either two oil-fired boilers were rented from commercial sources, 
or temporary Army-owned standby boilers were used to make up the 
deficit. The costs of rental were approximately $10,000 per year for 
the first 2 years. Supplemental heating on a temporary basis from 
temporary installations of standby boilers is a procedure which wilk 
be discontinued upon completion of this project. Boilers have been 
made available by higher headquarters for use with this project. 
There are approximately 2,500 American troops stationed in this 
kaserne that are not being furnished authorized billet temperatures. 
The construction of this project would result in annual savings of 
$73,000 in the costs of fuel, fuel handling, maintenance, and labor; 
these savings will amortize the project cost in 7 years. 

Central heating plant (‘Taukkunen Barracks) : This project involves 
the heating of 12 buildings now being furnished heat by 390 Dutch 
tile and other types of small space heaters. Hot water is provided by 
24 small hot-water heating plants. These heaters are only 35 percent. 
efficient as compared to the 70 percent efficiency of a boiler plant. 
They also require more attention from a larger number of persons and 
constitute a continuing fire hazard. Maintenance, repair, and servicing 
of these units cost $65,000 per year. Construction of a central high 
pressure boiler plant would decrease maintenance and operating: ex- 
penses and result in a saving of $25,000 per year. Without this pro}- 
ect, enlisted occupants ox each : quad room must continue to hand-carry 
pails of briquette fuel to their billet areas to maintain the fires in their 
rooms. This situation is substandard as to cleanliness, interferes with 
other required duties, is uneconomical in fuel consumption, and does 
not provide authorized room temperatures. 

Installation : Bamberg Post, $100,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides adminis- 
trative, logistical, and security support for Bamberg area (four facikt- 
ities) for assigned, attached, and lodger units and their dependents. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 5,127. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals: 
$31,155,703.2, Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Authori- 
zation in this request. totals $100,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Hardstand for combat loaded vehicles: Project is required to pro- 
vide individual hardstands for combat loaded vehicles of one armored 
cavalry battalion which has a table of organization and equipment 
strength of 68 track-laying and 70 wheeled vehicles having combat 
load, and for 24 combat-loaded tanks of one infantry regiment. At 
present the vehicles are parked on the drill field in the middle of the 
caserne with the exception of 30 tracked vehicles which are parked 
on an existing concrete strip of 2,700 square-yard area. The parking 
of combat-loaded vehicles within billet area does not comply with 
current safety standards which require a minimum of 300 linear feet 
distance between any inhabited buildings and 20 linear feet between 
combat-loaded vehicles. There is no other area available for parking 
combat-loaded vehicles. 
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:Installation: Baumholder subarea (61), $1,432,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide logistical 
support for lodger U.S. Army units in the Baumholder subarea. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 11,018, and the 
long-range strength is 11,405. The inventory total of land and im- 
provements as of June 30, 1958, totals $63,964,578. Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $0. Authorization in this request totals 
$1,432,000. 

_ The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Eight “Stradley” type igloos: This project will provide backup 
storage of class I[I and V items to support ordnance equipment in- 
stallations that are programed for construction in the Baumholder 
subarea. There are 300 tons of supplies involved in this requirement ; 
each: igloo will store 35 tons at a loading of 50 pounds per square foot. 
These igloos will be located in the Air Force Ammunition Storage 
Depot at Morbach. Failure to provide this project will necessitate 
the vehicles of five programed Nike sites to travel an additional 175 
miles round trip to the nearest backup storage facility for Nike mis- 
siles or components. 

Low tension distribution system: This project will increase the 
capacity of the present electrical distribution system to provide for 
a connected load that is four times the amount that the low tension 
system was originally designed to serve. The maximum demand in 
1952 was 1,190 kilowatts; the present maximum demand is 4,561 
kilowatts. The-original system was ¢onstructed in 1938 and was over- 
hauled in 1951 by a commercial power company that had insufficient 
knowledge of the future power requirements of the U.S. forces. 
Consequently, the present distribution net has become overloaded as 
a result of $35 million of U.S. construction at this 10,000-man troop 
caserne. The proposed remodeling of the system will also permit 
interconnection of the present 15 individual nets so that a ring system 
may be provided which will permit adjacent transformer stations to 
take over the load, without current interruption, in the event of a 
power failure in any single transformer. Without this project the 
continued breakdown of individual portions of the electrical system, 
with consequent power outages, will persist with consequent high 
maintenance costs. It is estimated that this project will save $35,000 
per year in maintenance costs and installation of protection relays in 
the above stations. Alteration of 12 high tension switches, including 
stearing cable, relays, accessories and miscellaneous site work. 

‘ Three central heating plants: This project is required to provide 
central heating facilities for 47 barracks buildings, and 10 mess build- 
ings supporting a 9,000-man camp. Present heating facilities consist 
of .1,120 space heaters which are 20 years old and have deteriorated 
to such a degree as to require replacement. Additionally, these space 
heaters are fire hazards, are uneconomical to operate in both fuel and 
labor costs, require costly maintenance, occupy space required for 
billets, are unclean, and will not maintain authorized room tempera- 
tures.. It is estimated that fuel savings effected by approval of this 
project will permit amortization of project cost within 4 to 5 years; 
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also briquettes now used for fuel are in short supply and‘it is estimated 
that repair and modification of existing heaters to permit use of all 
types of solid fuel would cost approximately $90,000. 

Installation: Darmstadt post, $112,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides adminis- 
trative, logistical, and security support for Darmstadt area (28 facil- 
ities) for assigned, attached and lodger units and their dependents. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 5,060. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$48,438,566.4 Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Authori- 
zation in this request totals $112,000. , i 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: : 

Surface airstrip: This facility is required to support 10 Army 
aireraft and additional transient aircraft with a total of approxi- 
mately 200 takeoffs and landings per month. The surfacing will 
provide an all-weather strip to replace present sod airstrip. The 
present facility was constructed in 1951 and has been resodded twice 
since that time. The airstrip must be closed after rains, and because 
of the soil characteristics must remain closed for several days. Ree- 
ords indicate that the airstrip was closed for 47 days in 1954, 68 days 
in 1955 and comparable totals for 1956 and 1957. During the winter 
months the airstrip must be closed after a heavy. snowfall becduse 
the heavy engineer equipment, used to remove the snow, ruts -the 
strip and adds to the unsafe condition. Safe flight conditions are 
in direct proportion to the condition of the runway surface. With the 
field in a wet muddy condition directional control while landing or 
taking off an aircraft is reduced to the point where rudder control 
is lost. It has been the experience of pilots conducting flight opera- 
tions from this airstrip during wet weather that mud thrown on the 
windshield of the aircraft during takeoff completely eliminated for- 
ward visibility. The muddy conditions increase the possibility of 
a noseover to a dangerous degree. It is not uncommon for L-19 type 
aircraft to be completely mired in mud at the end of a landing roll. 
Failure to provide these facilities results in a limited operation from 
the airstrip with the airstrip not being operated for 50 to 70 days 
per year. The safety of the aircraft and pilots is threatened and 
maintenance requirements will continue to be excessive. 

Installation : Garmisch subarea (33), $219,000. : 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Exercise command 
and administrative control over assigned and attached units. Pro- 
vide authorized logistical and administrative support to units, agen- 
cies and individuals residing within the subarea. Formulate and be 
prepared to implement emergency plans. , ‘ 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 235, and the 
long-range strength is 224. The inventory total of land and improve- 
ments as of June 30, 1958, totals $23,638,500.° Authorization not 
yet in inventory totals $0. Authorization in this request totals 
219,000. : 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 


*Includes $48,163,398 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. isis a5 

5 iasinten $16,455,322 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. : 
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. Elementary school, 6 classrooms: The USAREUR Ordnance and 
Engineer Schools have been combined at Kimbro Barracks. This 
combination will provide 180 dependent children of grammar school 
age. At present the pupils from Murnau are sent to school in Gar- 
misch and those in Fuessen to the school in Fuessen. The housing 
area in Fuessen is scheduled to be released to German officials thereby 
eliminating the school at Fuessen. The school at Garmisch does not 
have the capacity-to receive additional pupils. This project wil pro- 
vide a school that will handle the present students from Murnau, stu- 
dents from Fuessen and will release space in the Garmisch School 
that can be used to relieve the overcrowded condition that now exists. 
if this project is not provided with the loss of the school facilities 
at Fuessen, additional students will have to be accommodated at Gar- 
misch which is already overcrowded. 

Installation: Giessen post, $171,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides administra- 
tive, logistical and security support for Giessen area (19 facilities) 
for assigned, attached and lodaee units and their dependents. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 9,978. The 
anventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$69,028,232. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Author- 
ization in this request totals $171,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 

uested are: 

Shop, tank maintenance: This project is required to provide main- 
tenance facilities for approximately 120 track laying vehicles assigned 
to the 8rd Armored Division at Ray Barracks. There are no existing 
shops for maintenance of track laying vehicles, resulting in the neces- 
sity for maintenance to be performed in the open and thereby being 
delayed during inclement weather. Since the climate in this area is 
cold and wet for 9 months of the year, this outdoor maintenance is not 
as efficient as is necessary to insure maximum combat readiness and 
minimum deadline of vehicles. Existing shop facilities are used for 
amaintenance of wheeled vehicles, storage of parts, and minor repairs 
to vehicular parts. Rehabilitation of present building, to accommo- 
date track laying vehicles, is not feasible due to lack of adjacent avail- 
able space. Failure to provide this facility will preclude assigned 
units accomplishing training necessary to retain combat ready status. 

Installation: Hanau Post, $1,485,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides administra- 
tive, logistical, and security support for Hanau area (20 facilities) for 
assigned, attached and lodger units and their dependents. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 11,775. The in- 
ventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958 totals 
$70,854,192." Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Authori- 
zation in this request totals $1,485,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
ts requested are: 

Surface Heliport, Part A: Requested for parking and maintenance 
of 18 out of 23 aircraft assigned to one transportation helicopter 
company. There is no hardstand presently available for helicopter 


— $67,491,513 of leased facilities and/or faciilties furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. 
ne $68,808,368 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments.. 
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parking that will withstand a 10,000-pound load. Present parking 
facility is an accident-prone area due to congestion of aircraft into a 
limited amount of space. Taxiway is required to allow deadlined air- 
craft to be towed over continuous hardstand route into the hangar 
area to receive field maintenance as required. Present conditions re- 
quire that aircraft initially be parked in a limited space area. There 
is no hardstand route available to tow aircraft into maintenance area 
other than taxiway continuously used by aircraft for access to the 
main runway. 

Part B: Present runway is 2,296 feet long with 500 feet overrun. 
This overrun needs only blacktop surface to extend the runway to 
2,796 feet. This will contribute toward maximum safety desired and 
increase efficiency and operation of aircraft traffic at Fliegerhorst 
Army Airfield. 

Part C: At present there is no transient aircraft parking or loading 
area. Due to the amount of aircraft traffic on Fliegerhorst Army Air- 
field, and the number of aircraft to be serviced, and also to helicopters 
remaining overnight, concrete area north of building No. 10 has been 
assigned to unit to facilitate refueling, parking, and tiedown of 
transient aircraft. Present east-west taxiway in front of building 
No. 10 is unsatisfactory and a safety hazard, as it was designed for 
tracked vehicles. Possible damage to fixed wing aircraft (1-20, U-IA) 
is created by aircraft using this taxiway, as it is only 23 feet wide, ap- 
proximate clearance between wingtips of above aircraft and operation 
building is 6 to 10 feet. Concrete area north of hangar No. 5 has been 
assigned to unit for cargo type helicopters. New taxiways, 45 feet 
wide, are necessary between hardstanding in front of hangar No. 6 
to existing main taxiway, and from same to newly assigned concrete 
parking area. 

Motor maintenance shop: Upon reorganization under reorganiza- 
tion of current Armored Division, the requesting Armored Engineer 
Battalion became responsible for providing engineer field main- 
tenance for the entire armored division. The division has 721 au- 
thorized items of engineer equipment. The requesting unit has 22 
mechanics authorized to perform this function. Present facilities 
consist of a one-bay shop which will not accept certain engineer equip- 
ment, such as dozers and cranes, with the result that approximately 
75 percent of required maintenance is being performed out of doors 
which reduces the quality of maintenance, and is a serious health 
hazard to the maintenance personnel. If this facility is not provided 
the unit will continue to maintain equipment in present manner. It is 
estimated that the engineer maintenance effort will be only 80 percent 
effective without required shelter, hoists, cranes and utility connections 
required. 

Motor maintenance shop: The requesting battalion has recently 
been reorganized under reorganization of current Armored Division. 
This reorganization provides the unit with 48 M-59 carries, twelve 
90-millimeter gun tanks with dozer blades and four armored 
vehicle launched bridges. The unit has authorized 13 armored 
tracked vehicles mechanics. At present the unit has no facilities for 
performing organizational maintenance on these vehicles. Tracked 
vehicles are currently being maintained on open gravel hardstands. 
During the frequent periods of inclement weather the mechanics 
‘annot perform necessary maintenance adequately, and in addition the 
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equipment gets wet, freezes and rusts, thereby adversely affecting 
combat readiness. To not provide this facility the standards of main- 
tenance will not be as required by 7th Army. Maintenance and re- 
pair on open hardstand is the only alternate solution and is very 
unsatisfactory. 

High school with athletic field: This facility is required to provide 
adequate space for approximately 700 high school students in North- 
ern Area Command. Prediction for 1,408 students for attendance at 
Frankfurt High School in 1960-61 is given by USAREUR De- 
pendent Education Group. <A previous project was included in fiscal 
‘year 1959 MCA program to provide an extension of existing high 
school at Frankfurt. This extension and annex was predicated on 
an additional 380 students above the 704 capacity of the Frank- 
furt High School. When the prediction of students for 1960-61 
was obtained it was evident that there is not a suitable area in Frank- 
furt to enlarge the existing high school or to construct an additional 
high school. The Frankfurt High School is the only high school 
within a radius of 50 miles. The erection of a high school at Hanau 
will alleviate the crowded conditions at Frankfurt High School. If 
this facility is not provided the Frankfurt High School will be un- 
able to accommodate the number of high school students ‘in the area. 
This results in an exceptionally high student-classroom ratio. This 
in turn is reflected in lowered educational standards. 

Installation : Heidelberg post, $1,044,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides administra- 
tive, logistical and security support for Heidelberg and Mannheim 
areas (48 facilities) for assigned, attached and lodger units and their 
dependents. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 22,134. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$110,400,237.° Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Author- 
ization in this request totals $1,044,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Motor maintenance shop: This station contains sufficient normal- 
sized vehicle and equipment maintenance shop facilities; however, the 
garrisoned 37th Engineer Battalion (4 companies) has no facilities 
for the proper maintenance of heavy engineer-type equipment (road 
graders, bulldozers, cranes, etc.) which will not fit into the normal- 
sized shop bay. Factor used to compute requirements: one 736- 
square-foot bay/engineer unit. Maintenance on this type of equip- 
ment is presently being performed in the open area when weather 

conditions permit; however, due to the extremely high percentage 
(approximately 80) of rainy and otherwise precipitous days per 
year in the Mannheim area, maintenance is performed neither in the 
manner nor at the times required. Some equipment is not maintained 
to the proper standards, whereas other equipment (in need of major 
repairs) stands idle until weather conditions permit overhaul. If 
requested item is not provided, heavy engineer-type equipment can- 
not be properly maintained. 

Shops, vehicle and equipment: No shop facility of any kind exists 
for this activity which has 8 authorized engineer mechanics and 10 


8Includes $32,782,958 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govert- 
ments. 
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authorized ordnance mechanics. Activity is charged with the main- 
tenance and repair of emergency engineer floating bridges and sup- 
porting equipment (10 complete bridges, 87 wheeled vehicles, 82 
trailers, 15 boats, 37 propulsion units, and 87 winches). One grease 
rack for engineer unit and one grease rack for ordnance unit.. At 
present a part of an open storage shed (T-1276) is being utilized 
as temporary shop facility resulting in a delay of maintenance during 
inclement weather, and imperiling the military efficiency of the 7th 
Army. This open shed would revert again to its original planned 
use for which purpose it is badly needed. If vehicle and equipment 
that transport the bridge sections should fail through lack of main- 
tenance there is a possibility of loss of a portion or all of these 
bridges. There are a total of 10 bridges to be transported, each with 
an estimated value in excess of $1 million. 

Extend dependent school: A. Elementary school: Item is needed 
to provide basic classrooms for an estimated number of 533 students 
living at Patrick Henry Village for whom no school facilities are 
available at this station. Special classrooms are required for re- 
medial reading, special speech, and German teaching instructions; 
auditorium is needed for school assembly programs and instructions 
through visual aids, etc., and library for library instructions. (Esti- 
mated total number of students of first to sixth grades, 1,012.) Factor 
used to compute requirements: 1 basic classroom (900 square feet net) 
per 34 students; minimum number of special classrooms and library, 
10 square feet multipurpose room per student; 1 parking space per 
classroom plus 12.5 percent of auditorium seats; elementary school 
gross area, 70 square feet per student. At present existing 14 class- 
rooms are used by 479 students of first to third grades. Remaining 
number of students living at this station are accommodated in 14 
classrooms at Dependent School, Mark Twain Village (418) and 
1 room of a converted messhall at Patrick Henry Village (30). Due 
to increased number of students living at Mark Twain Village (pres- 
ent school enrollment 1,141) classrooms now used by Patrick Henry 
children are needed to provide basic and special classrooms for above 
students. If requested item is not provided average classroom capac- 
ity will be 27 for the high school and 35 for the 2 elementary schools. 
Furthermore, no special classrooms, no facilities for library instruc- 
tion (a normal part of the school program) and no auditorium would 
be available for proper execution of school program at Patrick Henry 
Village. Provision of requested facilities would result in annual 
savings of transportation costs (school buses between Patrick Henry 
and Mark Twain Villages about 4 miles distance) in the amount of 
approximately $3,000. 

Extend high school: Additional number of basic and special class- 
rooms and storage for teaching aids, etc., are needed to properly 
execute the school program as determined by Dependent Education 
Group curriculum and the North Central Accrediting Association. 
At present an elementary school building converted into a high school 
is used to accommodate 409 students presently enrolled. Forecast for 
1959-60 DEG is 656 students. This increased enrollment and in- 
creasing educational demands require expansion. If additions are 
not provided the school will become congested, all students cannot 
be accommodated, and the dependents’ education program will be re- 
quired to operate on a double session basis this latter decreasing edu- 
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cational standards below the minimum established by North Centra] 
Association of Colleges, and the National Education Association of 
Secondary Schools. No direct savings will be gained in money, man- 
power, or equipment; however, quality of instruction and discipline 
will improve. 

Extend elementary school: The elementary school presently has 43 
elassrooms with a capacity of 1,290 students (based on 30 students 
per classroom), whereas 1,628 students are already enrolled. This 
enrollment has increased at the rate of approximately 250 students 
per year for the past 4 years. Extension of school by 8 additional 
classrooms is a vital necessity to meet minimum requirements indi- 
cated above. Existing 43 classrooms are presently used to accomodate 
1,628 students. (Average utilization factor, 38 students per class- 
room.) Present facility does not meet educational standards. Exist- 
ing facility will stay in use. If extension is not provided, family 
quarters must be converted into classroom space or schools will be re- 
quired to operate on a double session basis, the latter reducing the 
educational standards below the minimum established by North 
Central Association of Colleges and the National Association of Sec- 
ondary Schools. No direct savings will be gained in money, man- 
power, or equipment if requested facilities are provided. 

Installation: Kaiserslautern subarea (60), $350,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide logistical 
— for lodger U.S. Army units in the Kaiserslautern subarea. 

1e present personnel strength of this installation is 14,849, and 
the long-range strength is 14,717. The inventory total of land and 
improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals $141,034,407.2  Authoriza- 
tion not yet in inventory totals $510,000. Authorization in this request 
totals $350,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested : 

Extend dependent school : This project will provide additional basic 
and supporting classrooms required for school facilities for future 
enrollment as forecasted by the U.S. Army Dependents Education 
Group, Karlsruhe. Authorization requirements for the 1959 pupils 
forecasted for the school] year 1961-62 amount to 62 rooms at 32 
pupils per room. Then basic classrooms and an 18-room prefabri- 
cated building are now in use. This project provides for an addition 
of basic and special classrooms which will partially remedy the <e- 
ficiency of 34 basic classrooms. The authorized special classrooms 
consist of general science rooms, typing rooms, music room, audio- 
visual room, library, and industrial arts room. If this project is not 
provided, a two-platoon system must be used with its consequent cur- 
tailment of the number of classes and lowering of school standards. 

Installation : Karlsruhe post, $67,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides administra- 
tive, logistical and security support for Karlsruhe area (18 facilities) 
for assigned, attached and lodger units and their dependents. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 9,448. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 


® Includes $133,350,848 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. 
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$35,811,985.'° Authorization not yet. in inventory totals $64,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $67,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: ; 

Hangar with shop (RW): Item is needed to provide adequate 
hangar and maintenance space for two H-19 helicopters now assigned 
and two additional H-34 helicopters which will be assigned to the air- 
field. In addition, requested facility would also be utilized for the air- 
craft presently assigned. Existing two hangars are not large nor high 
enough to accommodate the additional helicopters. At present all 
maintenance and repair work for these aircraft 1s accomplished out of 
doors, even during inclement weather. If requested facility is not pro- 
vided adequate security and protection from inclement weather cannot 
be properly accomplished. No direct saving will be gained in money, 
manpower or equipment; however, maintenance and operation, as well 
as health, welfare and morale of personnel will improve. Current air- 
craft population is six L-19’s (FW), two L-20’s (FW), five H-17’s 
(RW), and two H-19’s (RW). 

Installation : Nuernberg subarea, $493,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Exercise command and 
administrative control over assigned and attached units. Provide au- 
thorized logistical and administrative support to units, agencies and 
individuals residing within subarea. Formulate and be prepared to 
implement emergency plans. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 1,093, and the 
long range strength is 1,144. The inventory total of land and improve- 
ments as of June 30, 1958, totals $239,318,500.. Authorization not yet 
in inventory totals $0. Authorization in this request totals $493,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are : 

Airfield lighting and drainage: This project is needed to complete 
the minimum facilities necessary to provide a home base for two avia- 
tion companies (42 fixed-wing aircraft), one transportation Army air- 
craft maintenance company (repairing average of 15-20 aircraft at all 
times), and one medical holding company (2 H-19 and 3 H-13 air- 
craft). These requested facilities combined with the present. facilities 
will provide a complete airport giving Army aviation a home base 
sapable of supporting its mission. The general area serviced by these 
units includes not only the 7th Army area, but communication zones 
and Southern European Task Force as well. This project, when com- 
pleted, will provide an auxiliary emergency landing field suitable for 
all but jet aircraft. The runway and taxiway are now being resur- 
faced, but the project did not provide for runway drainage. If the 
requested facilities are not provided, the using units will be unable to 
safely and fully perform their 25-hour, year-round tactical aviation 
support for a Field Army because night flying would be hampered by 
the use of unreliable and short burning flare pots, which require con- 
stant checking and are considered emergency lighting. If drainage 
is not provided then the foundation of the runway, which is being re- 
surfaced, will be damaged. 


Includes $9,318,895 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 


ments. 
em $170,318,500 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. 
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Alter existing buildings to motor maintenance shops: The armored 
tank battalion stationed at this installation has no covered mainten- 
ance facilities in which to maintain its 145 various vehicles. This 
project will convert existing warehouse-type buildings into main- 
tenance buildings including the installation of grease racks. If this 
project is not completed, then facilities to perform adequate main- 
‘tenance and proper servicing of Government vehicles and weapons 
will not exist. 

; Extend tank crossing and turnouts: Units organic to 7th Army 
and allied units training at Grafenwoehr training area are: one 
‘armored group, three armored combat regiments, 2 combat engineer 
‘groups, 2 combat engineer battalions, and 50 artillery, battalions (a 
total of approximately 40,000 troops with their organic vehicles). 
The heavy traflic of tanks moving from and to range areas on train- 
, ing operations is causing an extensive wear-out to turnouts of the tank 
road Grafenwoehr Vilseck constructed of gravel. Furthermore, ac- 
cess roads turning out of the tank road and leading to ranges are cross- 
ing tar-surfaced roads at several points where heavy tank traffic is 
causing severe damage to the asphalt surface. The above project 
will solve the problem at the most critical points. If this project is 
“not provided, the extensive wear-out of the tank roads at the turnouts 
and the tar-surfaced roads that cross the tank road will continue, 
‘thereby increasing the workload of the post engineer whose responsi- 
bility it is to keep these tank roads operable. 

-Hardstands (Ferris Barracks): An armored infantry battalion is 
now using this area for parking combat loaded vehicles. There does 
not now exist enough hardstand at Ferris Barracks on which tracked 
and wheeled vehicles can be parked. The existing bituminous hard- 
stand will be used as storage area for vehicles that will undergo main- 
tenance in the maintenance shops. The existing bituminous hard- 
stand was constructed by the German Army before 1945 and has been 
destroyed by tracked vehicles. This project will provide concrete 
hardstand for the parking of combat loaded vehicles and the storage 
of vehicles awaiting maintenance. If this project is not provided it 
will affect the ability of this unit to remain at its peak combat readi- 
ness. 

Hardstands (Pond Barracks) : The armored unit stationed at this 
kaserne has to park its assigned combat loaded track and wheel ve- 
hicles on the very limited available hardstand areas. Combat loaded 
vehicles containing explosives are now being parked on existing in- 
terior roads as close together as 8 feet and within distance of less than 
100 feet from inhabited buildings, which is below minimum safety 
criteria. In order to eliminate the hazardous condition caused by lack 
of parking areas for these vehicles an adequate hardstand area must 
be provided.. If this project is not provided, it will affect the ability 
of this unit to remain at its peak combat readiness. 

- Installation: Pirmasens subarea (64), $2,222,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide logistical 

support for lodger U.S. Army units in the Pirmasens subarea, 

he present personnel strength of this installation is 7,275, and the 
long-range strength is 7,328. The inventory total of land and improve- 
ments as of June 30, 1958, totals $72,081,863." Authorization not yet 


12 Includes $71,271,694 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. 
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in inventory totals $7,992,000. Authorization in this request totals , 
$2,222,000. “ 
The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is: 
requested are : ! 
Dependent school extension: This project will extend the Pirmasens 
elementary school to meet present and forecasted student: enrollments... | 
The forecast of 964 pupils for the school year 1961-62 (including 269° 
pupils in grades 7-9) requires 34 basic classrooms at the criteria allow-' , 
ance of 32 pupils per grade school classroom, and 22 students per class-' 
room for junior high schools, There are 20 classrooms. existing now , 
at Pirmasens. Presently 4 prefabricated buildings are also used as_ 
an emergency measure. This project will provide a portion of. 
required classrooms, storage and toilet facilities for the existing and’ 
future school needs of the Pirmasens area. Without this project a. 
two-platoon system will be required with its consequent reduction in’ 
student hours of instruction and lowering of school standards. —~§ _ 
Dependent school extension: This project will provide a portion of 
the additional classrooms for the Zweibruecken Elementary school’ . 
required to accommodate the forecast of 433 pupils which has been’, 
established by the U.S. Army Dependents Education Group as re-', 
quired for the school year 1961-62 and for future years. The existing’ 
Zweibruecken school has six basic classrooms. The project provides two 
additional basic classrooms which will result in a total of eight class- 
rooms. Criteria authorizes 13.6 classrooms for this school. Additional 
toilet facilities and a storage room of 280 square feet is also included; « 
storage is authorized at 50 square feet per classroom and only 200: 
square feet presently exist. With this new construction a deficiency of 
six classrooms will still exist; this will be remedied by the erection of . 
prefabricated buildings. Without this project, a two-platoon system’ 
for four of the eight grades will be required with its consequent reduc-’ , 
tion in student hours of instruction and lowering of school standards. 
Improve public highway: This project will improve 1.7 miles of , 
narrow public highways leading to this missile storage depot so that’ 
the large truck-trailer combinations that transport missiles and missile, : 
components will be able to pass each other and negotiate the access’ 
roads in this area. Four sections of road are involved ranging in 
length from 150 feet to 5,600 feet. Traffic is now routed through small 
towns with narrow streets which creates traffic problems since the nor-. - 
mal two-way traffic for the small German vehicles is not possible when 
large army trucks and trailers use these roads. The project will pro- 
vide an access route that will avoid the towns, improve German-Ameri- 
can relations, and speed the movement of wheeled traffic to this Ord-, + 
nance facility. Troop labor will be used to reduce the.cost of this proj- + 
ect to the minimum practicable amount. + 
POL tank storage, Huttenheim: No protected storage facilities for 
mogas reserves, required by DA and NATO criteria and current mis- ° 
sion of 7th Army, exist east of the Rhine. This project will provide 
a part of urgently needed protected storage and distributing facilities 
for bulk fuel. The 7th Army is equipped to move bulk fuel to consum- : 
ing units. Of the 60,000-barrel capacity 40,000 barrels will replace 336,- - 
000 5-gallon cans costing $845,000. Present costly and man-hour con-' 
suming rotation of stocks, maintenance of same, and movement of 
excessive weight of containers will be eliminated. The. remaining | 
20,000-barrel capacity provides means of distributing this fuel during. 
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both war and peace, while retaining essential reserves. Storing and 
maintaining reserves in unprotected cans, and the present method of 
distribution from remote sources of supply endanger 7th Army war- 
time capabilities in this area. 

Installation : Schweinfurt post, $120,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides administra- 
tive, logistical, and security support for Schweinfurt area (seven 
facilities) for assigned, attached and lodger units and their de- 
pendents. 

The present. personnel strength of this installation is 5,419. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$51,691,742. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Author- 
ization in this request totals $120,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation 
is requested is: 

Extend elementary school: The existing elementary school will re- 
quire an enlargement of its present school plant to accommodate the 
increasing school enrollment. At present 463 pupils are assigned to 
the elementary school which has a capacity of 350 pupils. The en- 
rollment forecast for 1960-61 is 635 pupils. If this item is not pro- 
‘vided the existing facility will not be able to accommodate the number 
of elementary school pupils in the area without employing a double 
session operation and thereby lowering scholastic rating. 

Installation: Wurzburg post, $440,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provides administra- 
tive, logistical and security support for Wurzburg area (19 facilities) 
for assigned, attached and lodger units and their dependents. 

_ The present personnel strength of this installation is 6,546. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$62,621,003."* Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Author- 
ization in this request totals $440,000. 

The line item projects for which autorization at this installation is 

uested are: 

ire protection facility for POL storage: To provide fire protec- 
tion facilities for class IIT storage area. This storage area has been 
surrounded in the last 2 years by German-owned warehouses, storage 
areas, coal yards and gas storage areas (ESSO). The foregoing 

increases the fire hazard to the U.S. storage area. At present 40 
hand-type CO, fire extinguishers, 2 trailer-mounted foam extin- 
guishers and five 3-inch fire hydrants are available. Stored in the 
area are: 420,000 gallons of gasoline in aboveground tank, 200,000 
gallons of gasoline in 5-gallon cans, 23,000 gallons of aviation gaso- 
line in 55-gallon drums, 1,000 gallons of diesel in 55-gallon drums, 
1,000 gallons of kerosene, 28,000 gallons of solvent for drycleaning, 
47,800 gallons of oil in containers of different sizes, 33,500 pounds of 
grease in containers. The supply point supports 46 units located at 
Wurzburg, Kitzingen, Wertheim, Giebelstadt, Schweinfurt, and Bad 
Kissingen. The average monthly issues of gasoline are as follows: 
bulk issue from tank, 437,000 gallons; 5-gallon cans, 202,000 gallons. 
Because of existing safety regulations only a 30-day instead of the 
needed 60-day stock can be stored in the area. Nearest similar facility 


43 Includes $51,278,495 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 


ments. 
a ae $60,173,020 of leased facilities and/or facilities furnished by foreign govern- 
ments. 
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is located at Aschaffenburg (47 miles distant). Because a rail con- 
nection is needed, the storage area cannot be relocated. 

Tank maintenance shop: This project will provide the 17 bays of 
tank maintenance facilities required to meet the total requirement 
of 36 bays. This requirement is based on one bay for each two me- 
chanics, and the authorized strength of the heavy tank battalion is 
71 mechanics. Present facilities consist of 19 bays in building No. 
128, and the major part of building No. 133, a former hangar. Build- 
ing No, 128 will be continued in use; however, building No. 133 will 
be returned to the services of an aviation company since this building 
will more readily serve aircraft functions because of its clear span, 
door heights, hardstand surface, and traffic-flow pattern to the exist- 
ing taxiway. The proposed facility will be located adjacent to build- 
ing No. 128 thereby centralizing similar function, and providing 
improved control of operations as well as a direct traffic pattern over 
concrete hardstands to tank training areas and also to railhead load- 
ing platforms. There are no other shop areas within this installation 
that can be utilized by the tank battalion. Failure to provide this 
project will result in the tank battalion being required to perform 
approximately one-half of its operational and maintenance work 
outdoors. 

Two ammunition bunkers, type II: The ammunition bunkers are 
needed for the proper storage and safeguarding of ordnance equip- 
ment for a combat unit. 

Annex to high school: The high school (secondary school) will re- 
quire an enlargement of its present school plant to accommodate the 
increasing student enrollment. At present 128 students are enrolled 
from Wurzburg, Kitzingen, Wertheim, Schweinfurt, and Bad Kis- 
singen. The existing school consists of four basic classrooms, one 
industrial arts room, one home economics room, one science laboratory, 
and gymnasium. For the school year 1958-59 the enrollment totals 
222 students; estimates are 294 students in 1960, and 566 students in 
1961. At the projected figure of 566 students in school year 1961, a 
gross area of 65,656 square feet would be required of which 24,800 
square feet are presently available in the high school. 

Mr. Ketxiener. I might point out, Mr. Chairman, that on page 273 
of volume 2 is a list of all of the places in Germany at which facilities 
would be constructed under this authority—page 273—and the 
amounts for each. 

Mr. DurHam. Why does it say unknown locations? Aren’t these 
things well known, where you are going to put these? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is the only location that is unknown. 

Mr. Bray. Unclassified ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Unknown. 

Mr. Kiipay. General Seeman, will you make a statement with refer- 
ence to this item. 

General Seeman. The locations are itemized, as Mr. Kelleher has 
mentioned, on page 273 of the book. Essentially they are trainfire 
ranges, training facilities, ammunition igloos, and additions to shops 
for the maintenance and repair of the equipment now in the hands or 
| in storage for potential use in that area. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Kitpay. The gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. Bray. May I ask exactly what you mean by trainfire? 





1396 


Mr. Kizpay. I think you angie ought to explain that. There 
out the new range and the type 


are So many items in here for it. A 
of target practice. 

General Seeman. You may recall from the previous experience in 
the services where we laid out known distance ranges in a very quiet 
deliberate way and fired 100 yards, 200 yards, or 300 yards. 

Mr. Bray. You are talking about infantry or artillery ? 

General Szeman. These are essentially individual weapons of the 
infantrymen. 

Mr. Kirzpay. Small arms. 

General Sreman. They have developed a system of more realistic 
training, where you have an obstacle course on part of it, bob-up 
targets, electronic controls where you can have the trainee meet vari- 
ous situations. Like going through a highly defended area, where he 
is taught to fire from the hip, let us say, with well-controlled and 
more aimed fire and more realistic than we did under the old system. 

Mr. Bray. We used to not call it that name. That is what I was 
confused about. 

General Szeman. We used to have what we call musketry training. 
This is a more improved version. 

Mr. Kupay. This is the same as the old musketry training, only 
more advanced ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Except the target pops up where you are not expect- 
ing it. 

eneral Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. We did that in musketry sometimes, too. 

Mr. Krpay. Did you have any comments on this, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketitener. None, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item of Germany is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 336. Italy: Operational facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, troop housing 
and utilities, $1,973,000. 

General Seeman. Installation: U.S. Army Logistical Command, 
$1,287,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Port handling, sup- 
ply and depot maintenance for U.S. Army Southern European Task 
‘Force and other North Atlantic Treaty Organization forces in the 
Mediterranean area. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 866. The in- 
ventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$2,665,289. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $1,225,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $1,287,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: 

Cold storage plant, extension (Camp Darby) : The facilities pres- 
ently under construction have area sufficient to house approximately 
45 percent of SETAF’s perishable foods. Only as an interim measure, 
SETAF is utilizing a leased facility at a yearly cost of approximately 
$100,000. SETAF has no guarantee of continued use of this leased 
facility. Exhaustive nonproductive efforts have been made to obtain 
a suitable alternate leased facility. 

Eight igloos (ammo area). [Classified. ] 

Ordnance magazine (ammo area). [Classified.] 
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Fencing (ammo area). [Classified.] 

Missile maintenance building (Neptune): Facility is required to 
enable Ordnance personnel to remove missile from pressurized con- 
tainers, inspect and test all electronic, mechanical, and pneumatic com- 
ponents, replace desiccant charges and recan and repressurize con- 
tainers. The use of sensitive test equipment is required for these 
operations. Removal and recanning must be accomplished without 
exposing missiles to inclement weather and dust. This is particular- 
ly important in the case of missiles in long-term storage. The func- 
‘tion is presently being carried out at Darby. (Missile storage and 
maintenance at Neptune will not eliminate present function but will 
be an addition.) Location of Neptune is removed from existing 
facilities. It is not considered feasible to transport missiles from 
Neptune to Darby for their required inspections and maintenance 
and then return them to Neptune. Present facilities at Darby will 
continue to be used for the same purpose. New construction will 
eliminate the excessive handling, man-hours, and transportation costs 
of moving missiles back and forth between Darby and Neptune. 
Missiles must be removed from their shipping containers for ordnance 
maintenance and inspections. 

Missile in-storage building: (1) Under construction. Item required 
for routine maintenance service on Corporal missiles in storage. At 
the present time no facility of this nature exists at this new storage site. 
If facility is not provided, SETAF will have to resort to substandard 
facilities for inspection, modification, and maintenance required 
periodically. 

Sixigloos. [Classified.] 

Five magazines. [Classified.] 

Two transitory shelters. [Classified.] 

Installation : Verona Military Post, $583,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Command Head- 
quarters for U.S. Army Southern European Task Force. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 1,455. The 
inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$1,090,039. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $4,716,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $583,000. 

The line-item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: ‘ 

Bosco Mantico air facility—Airfield paving: This project is re- 
quired to provide paving for (1) the aircraft parking and mainte- 
nance areas which currently are faced with the problem of extreme dust 
and mud severely hampering efficient maintenance; (2) taxiway over- 
run, thereby reducing chance of severe aircraft damage that could 
result from either a short or a long landing under present conditions. 
Also, shoulder stabilization is required to correct the existing dust 
problem which seriously affects maintenance operations; and also to 
reduce the introduction of foreign material onto runway, this mate- 
rial causing excessive damage to propellers and tires, in addition to 
reducing braking action, thereby causing the runway to be more acci- 
dent prone. There are no existing temporary facilities in use. Fail- 
ure to provide this project will affect the overall mission of SETAF 
in the direct proportion of deadlined aircraft. 

34066—59—No. 1730 
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Flight control tower: This project is required to provide adequate 
facilities for flight control for both fixed-wing and rotary-wing air- 
craft. Present facilities are provided by utilizing a radio-equipped 
34-ton vehicle; this itnerim facility is unsatisfactory since operator’s 
view of the entire traffic pattern and landing area is obstructed by 
truck cab and by surrounding structures, due to lack of elevation of 
control facilities. Failure to provide this item will reduce the oper- 
ational value of the installation to the overall SETAF requirements. 

Runway lights and markers: Provide runway, overrun, and taxi- 
way lighting for night flight and inclement weather operations. Cur- 
rently, flight operation must stop at dusk or be carried out by fire pots 
set along the edge of the runway, which is highly unsatisfactory. If 
some form of lighting is not provided, then flights must be limited to 
the daylight hours of clear weather, except in extreme cases of emer- 
gency. During certain winter months, darkness and inclement 
weather may total in excess of 75 percent of the time. 

Operations building: Item is required to house airport operations 
which include flight planning, meteorological station, and storage 
for parachutes and crew equipment; a separate operation and ad- 
ministrative office for the Helicopter Company and the Army Avia- 
tion Company ; and space for a Link trainer. Forty-five personnel to 
occupy this facility. A small shack is currently being used for execut- 
ing flight clearances and storage of required records. No facilities 
are provided for flight planning, meteorological station, operations 
and administrative briefing room or Link trainer. Crew equipment 
and parachutes are stored in a salvage Jamesway hut which provides 
inadequate weather protection and security. Currently flight plan- 
ning does not meet minimum standards from the flying safety as- 
pect ; no meteorological support is available locally; pilots are briefed 
In a crowded office which interferes with the administration being 
conducted ; no Link trainer is provided because no space exists for it; 
yet it is primary means of instrument qualification and requalifica- 
tion for instrument ratings and is authorized on the basis of 1 per 
each 25 aviators assigned or fraction thereof; the parachutes and 
crew equipment storage facilities violate accepted practices because 
they do not provide suitable protection against moisture and are not 
adequately secured. When new construction provides better facilities, 
the shack will be used for aircraft lubricant storage to back up the 
maintenance line and the Jamesway will be returned to salvage. The 
savings are actually incalculable since flying safety is involved across 
the board. The lack of flight-planning facilities can result in the 
loss of aircraft and human life. These same possibilities pertain to 
the improper facilities of parachutes and electronic gear which, if 
they should malfunction, can have the same disastrous results. Flight 
time savings by use of Link trainer range from $50 per hour to the 
total value of a U-IA aircraft ($100,000) if it should be lost in a 
training accident since actual aircraft must now be used for all in- 
strument training. Failure to provide this facility will continue the 
possibility of losing several lives due to inadequate and nonexistent 
facilities. 

Hangar and shop: This item is required to provide a maintenance 
hangar facility to support the aviation mission at this station. Main- 
tenance of aircraft is being performed outdoors. During inclement 
weather little or no maintenance can be performed; yet, this is the 
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period when the aircraft are most often available for maintenance 
and when it can best be caught up so that maximum aircraft avail- 
ability may be provided the command during flyable weather. This 
unit operates an inventory of approximately $5,361,000 worth of 
aircraft, as listed: 

15 H-34, at $300, 000___- $4, 500, 000 
5 U-IA, at $100,000 500, 














Total 5, 361, 000 

In addition, this facility affects safety of flight and the maintenance 
capability of the unit to provide safe aircraft throughout the year, 
regardless of weather conditions. The savings involved concern 
human lives as well as property. The unit loses 50 percent of its 
maintenance proficiency during inclement weather under present con- 
ditions. It takes twice as long to grease a rotor head, change a set 
of spark plugs, and any other normal operation when exposed to 
freezing temperatures. 

In ‘eiilinn, the hangar will provide a capability for performing 
night maintenance and this capability will improve the aircraft avail- 
ability rate by approximately one-third. 

Radio-radar repair building: Project is required to provide signal 
facilities for maintenance operations, and for a telephone exchange. 
The aircraft radio-radar shop is at present housed in one-half of a 
Jamesway hut. The space is entirely inadequate from the standpoint 
of space, heating, ventilation, lighting, power supply, and the general 
condition of the building. Telephone service is now provided by in- 
dividual subscribed lines from the Verona civil telephone exchange, 
which is rapidly becoming inadequate. 

The signal shop has a primary mission of supporting the radio- 
electronic equipment, installed in accordance with standard configura- 
tion criteria, in from 70 to 80 rotary and fixed wing aircraft. This 
will involve as many as 640 radio sets or navigational aids such as 
automatic direction finders, marker beacon receivers, etc. In addi- 
tion, this shop will be responsible for all control tower equipment, 
ground control approach equipment, and other fixed or semifixed 
equipment installed at the airfield. It is also planned that the shop 
will —_ up to the third echelon maintenance on radio equipment 
installed in vehicles in the Verona area, as well as fixed receiver- 
transmitters used by military police or other organizations. <A por- 
tion of the building will house a small automatic telephone exchange 
to serve the 522d Transportation Army Aviation Maintenance Com- 
pany and the 202d Aviation Company in the airfield area, as well as 
weather communications service teletype equipment and meteorological 
crypto facilities. The existing Jamesway hut will probably be sal- 
vaged, since it is not suitable for permanent use. 

If a permanent building is not provided for the planned signal 
facilities it will be necessary to establish the aircraft radio repair 
shop at Vicenza, in conjunction with the fixed field maintenance shop 
at that location. This would require that aircraft or the radio and/or 
electronics equipment to be repaired, be evacuated to Vicenza, a dis- 
tance of 31 miles. It would not be possibel to install an automatic 
telephone exchange due to lack of space. 
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Parachute shop: Approximately 300 parachutes are used by the 
command. Inspection of parachutes each 60 days is required. Work 
is now being performed by the Italian Air Section. Failure to 
provide this item will adversely affect quality of parachute packing, 

Fire station: Item is required to provide facilities for a 2- or 
3-shift crash and fire truck operation, that is, provide sleeping quar- 
ters for five men, two-truck stalls, storage space and office. The only 
fire protection provided at this time is by the city fire department 
which is located 5 miles from airfield. If an accident should occur, 
no adequate fire protection is readily available other than hand oper- 
ated extinguishers. 

Installation : Vicenza military post, $103,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Tactical units in sup- 
port of North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 3,971. The 
inven‘ory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, totals 
$4,468,331. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $3,028,U00, 
Authorization in this request totals $103,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Dependent school extension (Camp Ederle): Current enrollment 
is being accommodated by utilizing existing buildings. However 
proposed construction is to meet the additional requirement for 1960 
and replace substandard quonset huts (five). Present enrollment of 
800 students is housed in elementary school building, 5 quonset huts and 
an Italian school building. No area exists to accommodate the 
projected 1960 enrollment. All buildings except the Italian school 
will be utilized. The Italian school building (substandard class- 
rooms) will be returned to the owners. The only savings to be 
realized will be that required to rent and modify suitable classroom 
area to meet this need. Rental is estimated at $25,000 per year, but 
cost for modifications cannot be estimated. At present no suitable 
building exists which could be converted for this purpose. Dependent 
education mission could not be met unless small widely separated areas 
(private rentals) are used. The cost of this operation under these 
circumstances would be prohibitive. If the addition to the school is 
not provided, it will then be necessary to limit the number of depend- 
ents accompanying military personnel to this overseas station con- 
sistent with the available school facility. This procedure would 
= a serious morale problem to personnel assigned to this com- 
mand. 

Mr. Keriener. And when the general completes his statement, 
I do have a comment on this item, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kirpay. General Seeman. 

General Sreman. As you know, the U.S. support in the Italian 
area is for our more modern missile and weapon backup of our allied 
units of NATO. 

This is an LOC in the Italian area—not as extensive as the one in 
France. However, it is of the same basic complexion. That is a 
port area, a headquarters area, and certain storage areas. 

The details of those we would rather take up in classified discus- 
sion. 

These are essential elements to support that. In addition to thie 
basic weapons, one of the areas I might mention involves air support 
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in the area of target identification and location which is so vitally 
necessary to secure the advantages of these advanced weapons. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. One second—the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. Becker. I wanted to get straight on this. Mr, Kelleher is 
reading off—for example, the last item was Germany, on page 277, 
and he gave us a $10 million. On that page is only a $1 million item. 

Mr. Ketiruer. The items on that page and the succeeding pages. 

Mr. Brecker. And all the succeeding pages added to them. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. We have the same situation in Italy. This page you 
gave us 31,287,000 and you read a figure of $1,900 and something. 

Mr. Ketiever. Yes, sir. Again it is the continuing pages. If you 
will look on page 347 and on page 359 you will have the total of 
$1,973,000. 

Mr. Becker. Mr, Chairman, I am just trying to see how we are 
arriving at these totals. 

Mr. Rivers. That is like the small print on an insurance policy. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr, Kelleher, you had a comment on some of these 
items ? 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

On page 336, you will notice the last two items on that page and 
the three items on page 337 all relate to an installation called Neptune. 

In that case, Mr. Chairman, it is my understanding that all of 
these facilities that are described under the heading of Neptune may 
become available from another one of the services, which may move 
out of that area in the near future. 

For that reason, it would appear that they could be deferred. 

The same applies to page 347. In that case all of the items appear- 
ing on page 347 could similarly be deferred because of the possible, 
and probable I believe, movement of another service out of the area, 
leaving these facilities for use by the Army. 

The last item is on page 359. It is a school. In that area today 
there is an unusually heavy—that is at Vicenza—concentration of 
Army personnel. It is my understanding that this high concentra- 
tion will cease in the relatively near future, and when that ceases, 
the existing school facilities there will be adequate for the Army 
personnel that are left. 

Mr. Kitpay. General Seeman, do you desire to comment ? 

General Seeman. As I mentioned previously, the complex of this 
support of our forces there is divided into the four areas which Mr. 
Kelleher has mentioned. 

We feel strongly that this authorization is desirable. We have no 
knowledge that the command will not be supported with the families 
which have the dependents which need the school. 

With regard to the air facility, we have heard some information to 
the effect that an Italian facility might be available. 

We have not had reliable information of this. We felt that in view 
of the vital mission of this command, that the authorization was a 
highly desirable element. 

With regard to the other items beside the air facility, that is Nep- 
tune at Darby, those are vitally necessary to the maintenance of the 
LOC and the troop units and the tactical units and the very special 
classified storage which is carried out at that location. 
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Mr. Kirpay. I might say that the chairman of the full committee 
has suggested that this item be reduced from $1,973,000 to $920,000 
by elimination of the items which Mr. Kelleher has mentioned. Mr. 

ubser ? 

Mr. Gusser. That is just the Neptune item ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, Neptune and the other two areas also. 

Mr. Gusser. The airfield at Verona ? 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gupser. That is the question I wanted to ask about. Because 
I have seen the Italian Air Force base at Verona. It is extremely mod- 
ern. Jets are operating out of there. I just wondered why we needed 
additional paving, flight control towers, and all that, when this is 
apparently available to us. 

Mr. Keener. It is not available at this moment, sir. But it ap- 
pears that it will be, if my information is correct, available in the rea- 
sonably near future. 

Mr. Gusser. Hasn’t it been available in the past ? 

Mr. Keviener. Not tothe Army. Only the Air Force. 

General Seeman. It has been a combined NATO and Air Force 
part of the NATO Command, sir. 

Mr. Gusser. It is not a heavily used field, is it, by either the Italian 
or the U.S. Air Force? 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

General Sreman. I don’t know, sir. I think it is used by U.S. ai 
units on a rotational basis. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, it is. 

General Seeman. Our information is the same as yours, sir, that 
it isa large modern field. 

This Army flying unit right now is operating from a sod—a sports- 
man’s club type of field, and they are having very difficult maintenance 
and operational problems off of that field. That is why we requested 
the authorization of this other unit. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Is it correct, General, that if you got these other 
facilities, if the field became available, you would not need the ones 
in here? 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. We would prefer to have a 
much more modern one that we could probably construct with the 
amount of funds available to us. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Bray, did you have a point there? 

Mr. Bray. No. I just am going to suggest if we are going very 
much in detail on that situation, perhaps it should be in executive 
session. I wanted to observe that. 

Mr. Kitpay. With reference 

Mr. Bray. I think I know what is being discussed. 

Mr. Krrpay. That is with reference to this item in Italy ? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, we will carry it over until executive 
session, perhaps when the ch»irmean is hore, hecaurss I was going to 
offer on his behalf an amendment to reduce it. But I will withhold 
that for further discussion in executive session. 

Go to the next item, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Yes, sir. 

Army Security Agency. Page 363. Various locations: Adminis- 
trative facilities, operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop 
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housing, medical facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, 
family housing, and utilities, $5,573,000. 

General Seeman. Installation: Location 03 (ASA), Sobe, Oki- 
nawa, $3,531,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows. [Classified. ] 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $3,840,560. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. 
Authorization in this request totals $3,531,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation is 
requested are: 

riservice processing center: This construction is necessary to pro- 
vide a triservice (Army-Navy-Air Force) processing center to accom- 
plish a classified mission, The mission is based upon a new concept 
of operation, recommended by the Robertson Committee to the Secre- 
tary of Defense. The mission, now being accomplished by the three 
services at separate locations, will continue to be conducted in this 
manner, until the construction of this new facility is completed. The 
planned triservice processing operation cannot be implemented unless 
this facility is provided. 

Operations building addition: This addition to the existing opera- 
tions building is required to house the increased number of operating 
positions voomnnin’, including the expansion of areas required for 
operational support. The existing operations building is too small for 
the planned USASA-Navy operations. If this item is not provided 
no space will be available for the Navy operational requirements, 
thereby preventing a co-located Army-Navy operation. 

Motor pool shop and park addition: Item is required to provide the 
additional shop space and paving necessary to maintain 43 vehicles 
(34 USASA, 9 Navy) to be assigned to this expanding station. A 
shop of 1,176 square feet is now used to handle a smaller number of 
vehicles. The existing shop and parking areas will not accommodate 
the planned increase in number of vehicles. If the facility is not pro- 
vided, the added vehicle maintenance workload must be accomplished 
outside with the resultant loss of efficiency caused by wind, blowing 
sand and severe heat. 

Post engineer shops and office: A small utilities team from a larger 
installation of USARYIS is assigned to Sobe for minor repair and 
maintenance functions. Hence, this facility is required to provide a 
minimum of office, shop, and storage space for this team. The balance 
of post engineer support is furnished from the larger installation (io- 
cated approximately 25 minutes driving distance). A quonset hut is 
presently being utilized by the team as a temporary arrangement. 
However, in view of the planned increase in personnel and facilities 
for this installation, additional space and improved facilities are re- 
quired for the post engineer activities. If this item is not provided the 
utilities team will be unable to stock necessary parts and supplies, per- 
form minor repairs on post, and effectively perform their maintenance 
and repair duties. Time will be wasted in commuting between Sobe 
and the larger installation for the purpose of obtaining materials that 
should be stocked on post and making minor repairs that should be 
accomplished at the station (Sobe). 

General purpose warehouse: Item is required to provide covered 
storage for the equipment and supply of this expanding station. Pres- 
ently a 2,600 square foot permanent supply building and five typhoon 
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damaged quonsets are beng used for storage on post. Also to meet 
current requirements a 2000-square foot storage area has been obtained 
at Machinato (18 miles distant) and a 4,000-square foot area at 
Sukiran (8 miles distant). If this item is not approved, it will be 
necessary to continue using the present arrangement plus attempting 
to obtain additional storage facilities wherever they can be found. 
Such scattered storage areas, together with the inefficiency of a quonset 
for storage use, will adversely affect supply operations at this perma- 
nent station. Upon completion of this item, the existing 2,600 square 
foot building will be utilized for Navy unit supply and administration. 

If additional storage buildings cannot be obtained from other in- 
stallations on Okinawa, it will be necessary to use outside storage with 
the resultant risk of loss from the elements. 

Dispensary: Item is required to provide a minimum of on-post 
medical support (aid station). At present 150 square feet of needed 
barracks space is being diverted for use as an aid station. This ar- 
rangement is considered unsatisfactory. Men are transported ap- 
proximately 25 minutes distance for the major portion of their med- 
ical and dental care. Approval of this item will permit minor treat- 
ment to be provided on post, will reduce the number of trips to the 
off-post facilities, and will return the diverted space to barracks use. 
If the facility is not provided, the existing unsatisfactory conditions 
will be further aggravated because of the increased troop strength. 

Headquarters building: This item is required to provide adminis- 
trative space for the headquarters activities of each of the services 
(Army, oes, and Air Force) assigned a mission at this station. If 


this facility is not provided, sufficient space will not be available; 


therefore, the three services will not be able to effectively perform 
their administrative functions under the planned concept of opera- 
tion. Upon completion of this construction the small (2,590 square 
feet) existing building will be used for USASA unit supply and ad- 
ministrative activities. 

Conversion-messhalls to enlisted men’s barracks : Item is one of two 
barracks projects in this program required in addition to the existing 
barracks to house the planned USASA-Navy enlisted men strength at 
this station. At present the existing barracks are overcrowded. If 
this item and the other barracks project not provided, the USASA- 
Navy personnel required to accomplish the expanded mission cannot 
be adequately housed at this station. Hence, the mission will be ad- 
versely affected. 

Enlisted men’s barracks: This item is one of two projects to provide 
barracks accommodations. This requirement is needed to house Navy 
enlisted men strength and added Army enlisted men strength. Exist- 
ing barracks space is already overcrowded and no other facilities are 
available to accommodate the increased strength. If this item is not 
provided, the personnel required to accomplish the expanded mission 
cannot be housed at this station, and the mission will be adversely 
affected. 

Consolidated mess: Item is necessary to provide a consolidated din- 
ing facility for the enlisted men assigned to this station. The need 
is now being met by utilizing three company-size messhalls each 
located in a barracks building. A fourth, and similar, facility is being 
utilized as a service club. Upon completion of this item, the four 
existing mess facilities will be reconverted to needed enlisted men’s 
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barracks. If this item is not provided mess facilities will be separated 
with resulting inefficient mess operation, and additional barracks and 
mess space must be constructed. 

Chapel : Item is required to provide a chapel for this station. _Pres- 
ently 570 square feet of barracks space is being utilized for religious 
activities; however, this is unsatisfactory and barracks are over- 
crowded. If this item is not provided, makeshift arrangements must 
continue to be used and needed barracks space must continue to be 
diverted to meet this requirement. 

Service club and theater: At this station, where accomplishment 
of the mission requires a three-shift operation, a service club and a 
theater is essential. Space in a barracks building is now diverted to 
provide a limited and temporary service club facility. The nearest 
existing theater is located off post (approximately 25 minutes driving 
time), and does not satisfy the needs of this installation. If these 
items are not provided, space must continue to be diverted to meet 
the service club requirement, and a needed on-post theater will be 
denied those asssigned to this station. 

Post exchange: Item is required to provide a branch type post 
exchange at this station. The existing two quonset huts now being 
utilized have been typhoon damaged, are too small, and permit only 
limited post exchange support. A main exchange is available off post 
(25 minutes driving time) ; however, on-post facilities are necessary 
to support a three-shift operational mission. If this item is not 
provided, the existing quonset huts must be utilized, resulting in 
unsatisfactory post exchange support for this station. 

Installation: Location 04 (ASA), Eritrea, $1,458,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Classified mission of 
a permanent nature is assigned this U.S. Army Security Agency 
station. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $9,479,000. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. 
Authorization in this request totals $1,458,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Enlisted men’s barracks without mess: Troop housing is required to 
provide spaces for 222 enlisted men. Adequate housing for these 
troops is not available. Existing housing with recreational facilities 
was designed to accommodate 666 enlisted men. Lack of space for 
permanent strength necessitated conversion of dayrooms in the bar- 
racks to sleeping quarters. In addition, three to four enlisted men 
have been assigned to two-man rooms. Planned increase in strength 
will further aggravate this condition thus increasing morale problems 
at that isolated installation. 

Family quarters (MCA) : Families for which on-post housing is not 
available are occupying rental quarters in Asmara. Off-post rental 
rates are excessive and the quarters occupied are without closets, 
cabinets, or screens. In addition, lack of adequate heating systems, 
substandard sanitary facilities, and the absence of a potable water 
supply present serious health hazards to those persons occupying 
civilian houses. If this item is not provided, families will be forced 
to continue their occupation of substandard off-post housing to the 
detriment of health, welfare, and morale. Cost estimates were pre- 
pared by the Asmara resident engineer from cost experience generated 
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during the construction of existing quarters. This item is sited in 
accordance with the installation master plan. 

Installation: Location 12 (ASA), Hokkaido, Japan, $289,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: A semipermanent 
U.S. Army Security Agency field station with a classified mission. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
total $2,325,000. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $1,827,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $289,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Vehicle storage sheds: These sheds are required to supplement the 
organizational motor-pool parking area at this station by providing 
indoor storage for approximately 77 of the 110 vehicles at this isolated 
location. Approximately 25 percent of vehicle sheds will be heated 
with the remainder unheated. Due to extreme winter weather con- 
ditions experienced in this area combined with large snowfall (fre- 
quently exceeds 200 inches) and high winds, vehicles are practically 
buried under snow many mornings each year. Conditions caused 
by the snow results in a Joss of many man-hours removing the snow 
and towing the vehicle for starting, causes excessive maintenance, 
delays accomplishment of important and emergency functions such 
as (1) repair of signal equipment at isolated buildings, (2) relief 
of duty personnel in isola areas, (3) transportation of courier 
material to the courier plane, and (4) transportation of supplies to 
and from rail terminals. Closed and heated storage for these vehicles 
will reduce vehicle deterioration. 


Headquarters building: This project is required to provide space 
for the proper execution of administration staff and command func- 
tions in the performance of the assigned mission of the installation. 
At ponent these functions are being accomplished in quonset huts 
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totaling 4,170 square feet which have deteriorated beyond repair. The 
proposed construction will permit the consolidation of the above 
functions, provide facilities for the finance and transportation office, 
telephone exchange, and the education center which are now located 
at Chitose Air Base. Existing quonsets are located in the area now 
zoned for the supply and maintenance area, will be renovated and 
used for the local civilian personnel center located at CAB, and for 
storage. If this facility is not constructed, the organization at CAB, 
when moved, must occupy enlisted men’s barracks space resulting in a 
decrease in housing for troops. 

Installation : Location 276 (ASA), classified overseas, $110,000. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: Classified mission of 
a semipermanent nature is assigned this U.S. Army Security Agency 
installation. 

Thei nventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $70,400. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $1,578,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $110,000. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested is: 

Access road to airfield : The access road is required for access to the 
airfield and hangar included in the fiscal year 1959 MCA program. 
Existing road is unsurfaced and limited to a single lane without turn- 
outs. Maintenance efforts by troops and local highway personnel to 
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provide an all-weather road has been futile because of the natural 
foundation. Deferment of this project will delay transportation of 
emergency supplies, evacuation of medical patients from the airfield, 
and operational activities of the airfield. 

Installation: Location 321 (ASA), Red Cloud Compound, Korea, 

185,000. 
. The mission for this installation is as follows: Classified mission of 
a semipermanent nature. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958 
totals $51,000. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $0. Author- 
ization in this request totals $185,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: ), 

Operations building: This project is required to provide a facility 
which will permit complete control of the operational activities as- 
signed to the unit. Facility will include space for the control office, 
processing area, briefing room, maintenance room, and communica- 
tion center. The structural characteristics of the existing facilities 
prevent arrangement of the equipment for operational efficiency, or 
full compliance with security regulations. In addition, these build- 
ings are heated by antiquated space heaters and the fuel cost aver- 
ages $45 per day during the winter months. Further, since the erec- 
tion of these buildings maintenance has been limited to the minimum 
necessary for protection of personnel and equipment. The proposed 
facility will permit proper arrangement of space and communication 
equipment for maximum efficiency and security, provide space for 
command and operating personnel, and render better communica- 
tions support to the U.S. 8th Army. Deferment of the proposed fa- 
cility will necessitate rehabilitation of existing facilities at an esti- 
mated cost of $17,000. Estimated annual maintenance cost of pro- 
posed facility is $2,000. Existing facilities will be salvaged. 

Three enlisted men barracks without mess (33-man) : Barracks are 
required to provide housing for 99 enlisted men assigned to the unit. 
Troops are now housed in quonset huts totaling 7,280 square feet or 
74 square feet per man. These quonsets have deteriorated to the ex- 
tent that movement and reerection at a new site is not economically 
feasible. In addition, lavatory and heating facilities are inadequate. 
The proposed barracks, with adequate space and necessary facilities 
for convenience and comfort, will improve the morale of the troops 
in this isolated area. Existing quonsets will either be salvaged or 
rehabilitated for storage of material now in the open, depending on 
the requirements after construction of these barracks. If they are 
not provided, the quonsets will continue in use, but must be completely 
renovated. Estimated cost for accomplishment of this work is $30,000. 
Estimated annual maintenance cost of proposed facility is $3,000 over 
a 5-year period. 

Mr. Ketiener. 363 in the book. 

Mr. Kizpay. General Seeman. 

General Seeman. As Mr. Kelleher has stated, the locations are 
itemized to the extent that they can be discussed in open session, on 
page 362. There are five locations. 

They are the Army security locations which are vitally in need 
of this construction. They are supplements to the existing station 
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to take care of the personnel that are in those widely dispersed stations 
throughout the world, in remote positions, largely. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Again, Mr. Becker raised the point of not all the 
items not appearing on the first page. That is quite true. There 
is $3,531,000 on page 364. There is another $1,458,000 on page 379, 

Actually, the text goes all the way to the next tab in the book, the 
one marked “Signal overseas.” No other comments, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Kettener. Strategic Army communications. Page 427. Vari- 
ous locations: “Operational facilities, community facilities, and utili- 
ties, $1,288,000.” 

General Seeman. STARCOM Communication Relay Station, Eri- 
trea, operational facilities, $679,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide communi- 
cation service in a critically strategic area for two U.S. Joint Head- 
quarters and critical intelligence activities. 

_ Authorization not yet in inventory totals $913,000. Authorization 
in this request totals $679,000. 

_ The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Addition to emergency power facility, receiver: Present primary 
power not sufficient to handle increased power demands. Power re- 
quired to handle classified traffic for Army intelligence agencies, Army 
command traffic, Navy, Air Force, and State Department traffic from 
classified location, Embassy traffic from Adis Ababa and classified 
Army activities. If additional power is not provided, the Army will 
be unable to provide rapid and reliable communications for above 
users. 

Addition to transmitter building No. S. 606: Present facilities not 
sufficient to handle increased classified communication requirements 
of Army intelligence agencies, Army command traffic, State Depart- 
ment traffic, from classified location, Embassy traffic from Addis 
Ababa, and other Army, Navy, and Air Force activities. If addi- 
tional facilities are not provided, the Army will be unable to provide 
rapid and reliable communications for above users. 

Addition to tape relay building No. S. 501: Present facilities not 
sufficiently large to house communication security equipment to sat- 
isfy National Security Council’s directive on Communication secu- 
rity. Facility handles Army Intelligence Agency traffic, Army com- 
mand traffic, State Department and Embassy traffic and traffic from 
other classified Army activities. If additional facilities are not ob- 
tained, the Army will be unable to provide the degree of communica- 
tion security required for the above users. 

Addition to communications center building No. S. 501: Space ne- 
cessary to provide for additional operational requirements such as 
100 words per minute operation and total encryption. These items 
necessary to reduce handling time and insure security of Armed 
Forces communications into Europe and Middle East areas. No fa- 
cilities exist for this purpose. 

Installation: STARCOM Communications Relay Station, location 
23, $609,000. 
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The mission of this installation is as follows: To provide communi- 
cation service in a critically strategic area for two U.S. Joint Head- 
quarters, and other critical intelligence activities. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $0. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $1,164,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $609,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

Transmitter operations building: This item is an addition to a 
communication station presently under construction to provide com- 
munication service to this installation. The building as being con- 
structed is too small to accommodate all radio transmitting equip- 
ment necessary for communication circuits planned for fiscal year 
1961 and fiscal year 1962. The equipment that will be housed will be 
more than twice the number of circuits originally planned for, due 
to high-priority activities to be served. Existing temporary facili- 
ties will have to be vacated in August 1959, by the request of the host 
government. If this item is eliminated, it will not be possible to pro- 
vide communication service to proposed U.S. Joint Middle East 
Headquarters and any other service that will be required for mobili- 
zation use. Proposed item will support the Joint Communications- 
Electronics Committee, and requirements established by the Army 
and Air Force. 

Combined communication center and receiver building: This item 
is an addition to a communication station presently under construc- 
tion to provide communication service to this installation. The build- 
ing, as being constructed, is too small to accommodate the automatic 
encryption and decryption equipment required for transmission se- 
curity, teletypewriter and other communication equipment necessary 
for communication circuits planned for in fiscal year 1961 and fiscal 
year 1962. The equipment that will be housed will be more than twice 
the number of circuits originally planned for, due to high-priority 
activities to be served. If this item is eliminated, the vital trans- 
mission security technique of automatic encryption and decryption 
for the intelligence, and other activities served by this station will 
not be provided. Communication service furnished by this item sup- 
ports, Joint Communications—Electronic Committee, and require- 
ments established by the Department of the Army and Air Force. 

Power building—transmitter site: This item is an addition to a 
power building presently under construction. The building, as being 
constructed, is too small to provide primary and emergency power 
to all radio transmitting equipment necessary for communications 
circuits planned for in fiscal year 1951 and fiscal year 1952. There 
is no commercial or military power available within a 15-mile radius. 
The powerplant, as originally designed, has less than half the power 
that is now required for initial operation, due to high-priority activi- 
ties to be served. Existing temporary facilities will have to be va- 
ceted in August 1959, by the request of the host government. If this 
item is eliminated, it will not be possible to provide electric power to 
radio transmitting equipment necessary to provide a strategic radio 
circuit to proposed U.S. Joint Middle East Headquarters, and any 
other service that will be required for mobilization use. 
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Mr. Kitpay. General Seeman. 

General Seeman. This is an element of the long-range signal 
strategic communication networks. 

The various locations are mentioned as the Pacific scatter system. 
There is one station in Camp Losey, P.R.—L-o-s-e-y. 

They, too, are in small isolated compounds or stations throughout the 
world—the Pacific Islands and other locations similar to that. 

Installation: Camp Losey, P.R., 150 units. 

The mission for this installation is as follows: To operate and main- 
tain a strategic Army communication relay and electronic switching 
station within U.S. Army worldwide communications system. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $4,980,649. Authorization not yet in inventory totals $6,439,000. 
Authorization in this request totals $0. 

The line item project for which authorization at this installation is 
requested : 

One hundred and fifty family quarters (Capehart) : This project re- 
quired to provide family housing facilities for officer, enlisted men, 
and civilian personnel to be assigned to this newly constructed installa- 
tion which was authorized for construction in fiscal year 1952, but 
because of various difficulties was deferred to fiscal year 1959. A study 
on existing Lanham Act housing, which is the only housing available 
at this installation, reveals that housing is unsuitable for rehabilita- 
tion. The Lanham Act houses are being demolished. The Capehart 
project will occupy the same area the present Lanham Act units 
presently occupy. The around-the-clock mission of this activity re- 
quires on-post housing. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any comment, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kettener. No comment on this one, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 437, section 102: 

The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount 
of $99,330,000. 

General Srpman. Installation: 8th U.S. Army, Republic of Korea, 
$5,372,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: To carry out the 
responsibilities of the United Nations Command, U.S. Forces, Korea, 
and the 8th U.S. Army in Korea. 

The present personnel strength of this installation is 67,338, and 
ap long-range strength is 75,478. Authorization in this request totals 

5,372,000. 

The line-item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

ane ranges (1st Cavalry Division and Seoul Area Com- 
mand). 

Dispensary at Taegu. 

Sadasial Welemeherr at Ascom. 

Aircraft maintenance center facilities. 

BOQ’s at Yongaan. 

Maintenance and storage facility, SAC. 

Cold-storage depot. 
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Miscellaneous facilities, classified. 
POL facilities. 
Miscellaneous facilities, classified. 
POL facilities. 

Detailed justifications for above projects are classified. 

Installation: Forward depot, Pacific Command, $3 million. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Facilities for storage of 
selective list of equipment and supplies. Reference: DA letter, 
AGAO-CC 400 (March 28, 1958) DCSLOG, April 1, 1958, subject : 
“Implementation of Prestocked Forward Depot (U).” Stockage 
based on letter, GPPAG 280/56 GPPSU-SD, USARPAC, November 
24, 1958, subject; “Forward Depot Stockage (U).” 

Authorization in this request. totals $3 million. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are : 

POL storage facilities. 

Ammunition storage facilities. 

Covered storage facilities. 

Open storage facilities. 

Site preparation, roads, and utility systems. 

Detailed justifications for above projects are classified. 

Installation : Forward depot, European Command, $3 million. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Facilities for storage of 
selective list of equipment and supplies. Reference: DA letter, 
AGAO-CC 400 (March 28, 1958) DCSLOG, April 1, 1958, subject: 
“Implementation of Prestocked Forward Depot (U).” 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are: 

POL storage facilities. 

Ammunition storage facilities. 

Covered storage facilities. 

Open storage facilities. 

Site preparation, roads, and utility systems. 

Detailed justifications for above projects are classified. 

Installation: Surface-to-air-missile tactical facilities, various con- 
tinental United States and overseas, $87,958,000. 

The mission of this installation is as follows: Provide air defense for 
key installations and major industrial centers in the continental 
United States and key military installations overseas. 

The inventory total of land and improvements as of June 30, 1958, 
totals $729,711,000. Authorization in this request totals $87,958,000. 

The line item projects for which authorization at this installation 
is requested are : 

Replacements, improvements, and additions. 

Tactical facilities, Korea. 

Tactical facilities, Europe. 

Tactical facilities, Okinawa. 

Conversion Ajax to Hercules, continental United States and 
overseas. 

Research and development facilities. 

Detailed justifications for above projects are classified. 

The Cuatrman. Now, is this classified ? 

Mr. Kenxenrr. This is classified, sir, and if it is discussed in de- 
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tail, it will have to be in closed session. It will be my recommendation 
that it be so discussed. 

Mr. Kizpay. At this time? 

Mr. Bray. We will discuss it later in closed session. 

Mr. Kiipay. No. I think we will do it now. 

(Mr. Kelleher nods.) 

Mr. Kitpay. We will go into executive session. Those who are not 
accredited here will please retire. Will you see that the room is 
checked, General Seeman ? 

(General Seeman, nods.) 

(Whereupon, at 10:45 am., the committee proceeded in executive 
session. ) 

(Open session resumed at 11 :07 a.m.) 

Mr. Krtpay. Now we will proceed to section 103. 

Mr. Ketxener. It is open now, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will go ahead. If anyone comes in, we won’t put 
him out. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Keviener [reading]: 

Src. 103. (a) The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army 
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by 
changes in Army missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen re- 
search and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the 
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion 
in the next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $17,500,000-——_ 

Mr. Kizpay. May I state here. This proviso is the same that we 
have had for the Air Force and the Navy. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now my recollection is that there was an item of 
$17,500,000 for each of the three services. 

Mr. Keiener. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Covering emergency items such as you have just read. 

Now what did we do with this item as to the other two services? 

Mr. Ketiener. In the case of the Air Force it was cut to 714 million. 
In the case of the Navy it was cut to 10 million. I believe that that 
latter cut is going to be reconsidered. 

Mr. Kirpay. I understand that the chairman proposes to ask per- 
mission to reconsider the $10 million for the Navy. 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krpay. What is he going to suggest be substituted for the $10 
million ? 

Mr. Ketrener. I don’t think he has decided yet, Mr. Chairman. 
Something considerably less, though. 

Mr. Arenps. What do we do with this, then ? 

Mr. Ketiener. In this case I don’t know whether your bill indicates 
his change, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kirpay. No, he does not. 

Mr. Kerzner. He proposes to strike the $17,500,000 and put in 
$10 million in this instance here. 
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Mr. Kizway. On behalf of the chairman, I offer an amendment. On 
page 7, line 15 of the bill, strike out $17,500,000 and insert $10 million. 

Do you want to be heard on that, General ? : 

General Seeman. No, Mr. Chairman. I have nothing further to 
add. It is an authority similar to what we had last year. We did not 
find it necessary to come to the committee to request the use of any of 
it. It was just felt necessary and a wise item in these troubled times to 
have available. HA ; 

Mr. Kupay. Is there objection to the amendment? The Chair 
hears none. The item is reduced to $10 million. 

Mr. Keiiener [reading] : 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Army, or his designee, shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives imme- 
diately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction 
of any public work undertaken under this section, including those real estate 
actions pertaining thereto. This authorization will expire as of September 30, 
1960, except for those public works projects concerning which the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have been notified 
pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

Subsection (b) ? 

Mr. Kizpay. Yes. __ 

Mr. Keiieuer [reading]: 

Section 103 of the Act of August 20, 1958 (72 Stat. 686, 638), is hereby re- 
pealed except for those public works projects thereunder concerning which the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have 
been notified prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

Mr. Kizpay. Go to section 104. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 104. 

Mr. Kizpay. This is surplus commodity housing ? 

Mr. Ketiener. [am sorry, sir, I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Kinpay. This is surplus commodity housing? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, that is correct. Yes, sir. Would you like me 
to read it? 

Mr. Kirpay. Yes, read it. 

Mr. KeLLEHeEr (reading) : 

Sec. 104. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act 
of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the 
Army is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family hous- 
ing for occupancy as public quarters and community facilities at the following 
locations by utilizing foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provi- 
sions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 
Stat. 454) or through other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation : 

Various locations, France, 400 units. 


General Sreman. Family quarters and community support (sur- 
plus commodity): This item provides for family quarters to be con- 
structed at various locations in France for use by officer and enlisted 
personnel assigned to the various areas. There is a critical shortage 
of indigenous housing and the renting of this housing by members 
of the armed services creates a situation which may result in serious 
friction between the local population and the services. In addition, 
the indigenous housing is considered inadequate due to cost of rental 
and utilities, type of sanitary and kitchen facilities, and the water 
sources available which cannot be controlled and are usually unpot- 
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able. Operationally the dispersion of indigenous housing, coupled 
with a lack of communications, creates a condition where it is practi- 
cally impossible to assemble personnel living on the local economy 
for practice alerts, and in the event of an actual emergency all rea- 
sonable time limits would be exceeded. 

Mr. Ketiener. Army Security Agency, location 12, 157 units and 
community facilities. 

General Seeman. Surplus commodity.—Family quarters and com- 
munity support: This new housing project is required to provide 
sufficient family housing for this remote U.S. Army Security Agency 
field station. Requirement is presently met by existing inadequate 
offpost Government quarters located approximately 4 miles distant, 
and to be returned to the Japanese Government upon completion of 
this project. The station has a long-term mission and semipermanent 
construction has been authorized. At this remote station (500 air 
miles from Tokyo) where the weather conditions are severe (200 
inches of snowfall annually) the around-the-clock mission makes it 
essential that adequate family housing be provided. 

The offpost housing in the vicinity of location 12 is of light wood 
frame construction, very inadequate due to the snowfall, cold, and 
wind experienced in this area. These houses are heated by oil space 
heaters which do not adequately heat, and create a fire hazard. The 
water supply is obtained from Chitose town and has not been proc- 
essed through an Army purification plant. Water is heated by coal- 
fired hot water heaters. Cooking is performed on electric hot plates 
(one- and two-burner 110-volt type). 

Post engineer shops and office: Item is needed to provide the nec- 
essary facilities to furnish the required post engineer repair and utili- 
ties support for this expanding station that is being developed into 
a semipermanent installation. The need is now being met by the 
utilization of facilities at 4-mile-distant Chitose I (airbase) that is 
scheduled for release to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force. If 
this item is not provided, troublesome and expensive joint-tenancy 
and joint-usage agreements must be made with the Japanese to retain 
the existing facilities at Chitose I (airbase). 

Cold storage warehouse: Item is required to provide refrigerated 
storage for a minimum 180-day stock level of perishable food supply 
for this remote field station. Need is now being met by use of tem- 
porary facilites at 4-mile-distant Camp Chitose I (airbase) which 
is scheduled for return to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force. 
Joint usage of such facilities is not practicable. If this item is not 
provided, portable refrigerators will have to be obtained which will 
not. be as efficient as a cold-storage warehouse. A 180-day supply 
level is required due to the long (500 mile) overland and ocean trip 
to the nearest logistical support. The requested facility represents 
the minimum facility consistent with the OQMG’s recommendations. 

Dispensary and dental clinic: This project includes a 10-bed dis- 
pensary and 2-chair dental clinic and pertinent facilities for provid- 
ing medical and dental care to all military personnel and their depend- 
ents. No such facilities exist. This care is being obtained from 
Chitose I (airbase), a distance of 4 miles. This base has been aban- 
doned operationally by the Air Force. U.S. Army, Japan assumed 
temporary control of ke hospital at the base on July 1, 1958. All fa- 
cilities at Chitose I (airbase) are scheduled for release to the Japa- 
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nese Air Self Defense Force. In view of this, and the fact that other 
hospitals are too far away for emergency care, the need for this dis- 
pensary and dental clinic is urgent. If these facilities are not pro- 
vided, the hospital at CAB must be retained under Army control and 
will require involved agreements with the Japanese concerning the re- 
tention of this facility, and the inefficient operation of the central 
boiler plant, since Japanese have no requirement for steam heat and 
plant will operate for hospital only. 

Fire station: This item is required to provide fire prevention and 
protection facilities for the personnel and property at USASA loca- 
tion 12. Existing facilities, scheduled to be released to the Japanese, 
are 1 mile distant and located in a Japanese Self Defense Force area. 
If this item is not provided USASA location 12 will be denied facili- 
ties which are deemed mandatory to the preservation of life and prop- 
erty. 

Provost marshal office/detention facility: Item required to house 
all security guards and to provide working space for military police 
activities to serve this remote field station. Need is being met by use 
of temporary facilities at 4-mile-distant Camp Chitose I (airbase) 
which is scheduled for return to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force. 
If this item is not provided, construction of temporary facilities to 
house this operation must be provided. No like facilities will be avail- 
able nor do any buildings exist at USASA location 12 (Camp Chitose 
III) which could be utilized for this purpose. 

Dependent school: School required as a supporting facility to serve 
dependent families at this remote station. This proposed school wil} 
be the only such facility in Hokkaido to serve the U.S. security forces. 
Interim needs are being met through use of temporary facilities at 4- 
mile-distant Camp Chitose I (airbase) which is scheduled for return 
to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force. If this item is not provided, 
no other structures exist which could be utilized for this purpose. 
Due to the remote location of the installation, time and distance fac- 
tors preclude use of other facilities. 

Milk processing plant: Milk plant required to reconstitute pow- 
dered milk for use of troops ra other personnel supported by this 
station. Need is being met now by use of an existing facility 40 miles 
distant from this station and to be released to the Japanese Self 
Defense Force. There are no commercial sources from which dairy 
products may be obtained for military personnel and dependents in 
this area, nor is there any other military source on Hokkaido. If 
this item is not provided, dairy products will be unavailable and the 
health of all personnel will be jeopardized. 

Bakery: Item needed to provide bakery products for military per- 
sonnel and dependents on the 12th Field Station, plus 900-1,000 other 
Army and Air Force personnel on Hokkaido. This solution to bakery 
problem on Hokkaido, brought about by the phase down of U.S. forces 
in Japan is considered the most desirable from the operational and 
economical points of view. Interim needs are being met by using 
the original Camp Crawford bakery plant which has recently been 
moved into a 4,000-square-foot 8-year-old quonset at Chitose Airbase. 
However, this plant is designed to provide for over 20,000 persons and 
would cost far too much per unit of bread to operate at the level 
required for the 12th Field Station. (Many components and minor 
equipment of the old Camp Crawford plant will be used where pos- 
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‘sible, but major components will be turned in for use 
elsewhere). Commercial procurement at this time is considered un- 
satisfactory due to continuing unsanitary conditions in civilian 
bakeries and use of substandard components in bread formula. If 
item is not provided, the plant at Chitose Airbase will continue to be 
orn despite inefficient use of large equipment, loss of advantages 
of simple management and other benefits of operating the bakery at 
the 12th Field Station (about 40 percent of consumers), and need will 
exist for costly joint-tenancy agreements with Japanese Air Self De- 
fense Forces who will be operating Chitose Air Base. Also, the quon- 
set at Chitose Air Base will require extensive rehabilitation to permit 
long-term use as a bakery. 

Chapel: Item required to provide religious facilities for military 
— and dependents at this remote field station. Need is now 

eing met by use of a temporary facility at 4-mile-distant Camp 
Chitose I (airbase) which is scheduled for return to the Japanese 
Air Self Defense Force. If this item is not provided, existing facil- 
ities will continue in use until the transfer is accomplished. Since 
there are no buildings available at USASA location 12 which can be 
utilized for this purpose, the personnel will then be denied an adequate 
religious facility. (An existing theater building contains a sharply 
sloping floor which is extremely uncomfortable for kneeling and in- 
conducive to attentive worship.) 

Commissary sales store, post exchange, post office, and bank: 
These community center type facilities are required to serve all per- 
sonnel attached to the field station and all other U.S. Security Service 
Forces personnel based on Hokkaido. Similar facilities are available 
at 4 mile distant Camp Chitose I (Air Base) and are scheduled for 
release to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force upon completion of 
this item. This remote field station cannot function as a self-sufficient 
installation without these facilities as no other like facilities will be 
available to U.S. service personnel. No building exists or is scheduled 
to become available to meet this requirement. 

Gas station: Item required to service private vehicles of personnel 
assigned to this remote station. Need is now being met by use of 
temporary facility at 4-mile-distant Camp Chitose (Air Base) on an 
‘interim basis pending return to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force. 
If this item is not provided a gas station will not be available to per- 
sonnel at this station. 

EM service club library: Item required for morale and welfare 
of the troops at this station. Facility will be the only service club for 
use of U.S. troops stationed in this remote area. Need is being met 
now by use of inadequately sized quonset facility at this station and 
facilities at 4 mile distant Camp Chitose I (Air Base) which is 
echeduled for return to the Japanese Air Self Defense Force. The 
town of Chitose does not provide the type of recreational facilities 
deemed appropriate. Sapporo, 35 miles distant, is a reasonably large 
city but the distance involved makes the use of recreational facilities 
there impracticable. If this item is not provided, adequate and ac- 
ceptable recreational facilities will be unavailable. 

oncommissioned officers’ open mess: Item is required for morale, 
welfare, and recreation for all noncommissioned officers and their 
dependents stationed at Hokkaido. Need now being met by use of a 
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joint EM-NCO quonset facility, deteriorated, constructed in 1951, 
and located at 4 mile distance Camp Chitose I (Air Base) which is: 
scheduled for return to the Japanese Air Self-Defense Force. Pro-. 
vision of a joint NCO-EM facility is not in consonance with DA 

olicy for enhancing NCO prestige. If this item is not provided, no; 
facilities exist which can accommodate the need. i 

Boiler plant and heat distribution system: Central heating plant 
with distribution mains is a basic requirement to provide heat and 
domestic hot water to the new facilities proposed in this 1960 pro- 
gram. Central heating system is more economical and efficient in, 
operation than individual space heating system over the period of 
years envisaged for this facility and_most practical for the rigid: 
climatic conditions encountered in the Chitose area. Existing central 
heating plant building 113 (464 boiler horsepower) is not large enough 
to carry the load increase caused by fiscal year 1960 buildings. Use 
of individual space heating system instead of proposed central heating 
system will create fire hazard, less usable building space and difficul- 
ties in both operation and maintenance. 

Mr. Kinpay. General Seeman. 

General Sreman. There is really nothing much more can be said 
than is well described in the bill, sir. It is the use of surplus com- 
modity transactions to further—to meet the requirements wherever 
we can save actual appropriated dollars. There is one item in France 
on the line of communication. The other item is in the Pacific for 
the Army Security Agency at a very remote location, and, where, 
we are informed surplus commodity funds are available in that area. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any objection to these two items? 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to ask the General about some houses in 
the low part of France, like Captieux, Bussac, and Portiers, and all 
that area where you have to draw back. 

General SEemAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you familiar with the need of the housing in 
that area ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you put in the houses there—for instance, La: 
Rochelle and Vion ? 

General Sreman. I am not sure whether we have the information. 

Mr. Rivers. Major, you remember those places? 

Major Esten. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What about Captieux? That is the worst place on: 
earth, you know that, don’t you? That is the worst place on earth.: 

General Seeman. May I ask Colonel McCarthy of our Family 
Housing Office to handle that specifically ? 

The Army has under construction 1,068 surplus commodity family 
housing units located at Braconne, Bussac (Bordeaux), Captieux,: 
Chinon, Fontainbleu, Fontenet, Ingrandes, Orleans, Paris, Portiers, 
Samur, Toul (Nancy), Verdun, and Vitry-Le-Francois. The Army 
Construction Agency in France has also under construction 1,335 
surplus commodity family housing units located at Chateauroux, 
Chaumont, Etain, Everaux, and Toul for the Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General Sreman. I do know that at Captieux we are putting some 
work in. The exact number, I don’t know. 
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Mr. Rivers. It is. It is the worst place that any American soldiers 
has been in France—Captieux. It is under water 9 months out of the 
year. be : 

Mr. Kirpay. Is there objection to the two items for commodity 
housing? The Chair hears none. The items of France and Army 
Security Service are approved. 

Now we goto Capehart housing. _ 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. Subsection (b) [reading]: 

In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amendments of 
1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Army is authorized to 
construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following 
locations : 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


ARADCOM Tac sites, 575 units. 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona, 200 units. 
Fort Eustis, Virginia, 223 units. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey, 200 units. 

Fort Ritchie, Maryland, 27 units. 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina, 367 units. 
Fort Bliss, Texas, 1,000 units. 

Fort Hood, Texas, 800 units. 

Fort Riley, Kansas, 867 units. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, 800 units. 
Camp Irwin, California, 140 units. 
Fort Ord, California, 500 units. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky, 350 units. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Camp Losey, Puerto Rico, 150 units. 


Mr. Ketxtener. I believe the Army has an amendment at this point. 

Mr. Kitpay. The General stated in his opening statement he wanted 
to add 1,200 units for Fort Devens, Mass. 

General Seeman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I so move. Does the Chair hear objection ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kitpay. The Chair hears none. And Fort Devans, Mass., 
1,200 units, will be added to the bill. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what that first one is? 

Mr. Kettener. ARADCOM. 

General Seeman. You may recall when we passed the Air Defense 
Command there was one item for 80 appropriated fund houses and 
now these 575 units are Capehart housing. They will be at various 
localities, wherever we can use the Capehart method and avoid the 
onetime expenditure of appropriated funds. 

Mr. Ketiener. What does the word mean? 

General Sreman. Army Air Defense Command, sir. It is part of 
the—— 

Mr, Kettener. Army Air Defense Command ? 

General Szeman. It is part, the Army part, of the North American 
Air Defense Command. 

Mr. Arenps. North American. That is it. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kirpay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Did I understand you to say 1,200 units for Fort 
Devens ? 

Mr. Kiupay. That is right. 
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Mr. Rivers. How much would 1,200 units cost? 

General Sreman. It is 1,200 units—— 

Mr. Rivers. $18 million? 

General Seeman. At the limit of $16,500 in the Capehart Act, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What are you doing? Tearing all the houses down 
there and putting in new ones? 

General Seeman. No, sir; these are still unfulfilled requirements 
that the Army has. Colonel McCarty can give you specific numbers, 
if you need it, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all right. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Arends. 

Mr. Arenps. How come, like they say, General, that wasn’t in there 
originally, do you know, was this an afterthought or did you just 
miss it, or what ? 

General Seeman. Fort Devens was in our original request, sir. In 
running the gamut through the Defense Department and the Bureau 
of the Budget or, anizations, they felt it was questionable. They 
have since reconsidered and given us authority to put it in. 

Mr. Arenps. You have to have the whole amount, the 1,200? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. The total deficiency "is—how much, 
Colonel McCarty ? 

Colonel aClaer. The total deficiency i is some 2,005 units, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. These are Capehart, though, aren’t they? 

Colonel McCarry. These are Capehart. 

General Seeman. Capehart, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t think the Bureau of the Budget has stile 
to do with it. I think that goes through Floyd Bryant's office. 

Mr. Kirpay. Anyway, at some place it was lost and it has been 
found again. 

Mr. Arenps. That is what I wanted to know. 

General Seeman. Yes. 

Mr. Kinpay. Is there any further discussion of any of the other 
items on Capehart housing appearing on page 9? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. I would like permission to insert a letter from the 
Virginia Home Building Association of the Virginia Peninsula, which 
objects to a number of units. The letter is quite long. I have writ- 
ten a summary and with your permission, I will read it: 


HoME BUILDERS ASSOCIATION OF 
THE VIRGINIA PENINSULA, INC., 
Newport News, Va., March 5, 1959. 
Mr. CarL VINSON, 
Chairman, Armed Forces Committee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. CO. 
(Attention: Mr. Philip W. Kelleher, Counsel) : 


Regarding the Capehart military housing program, we seek an opportunity to 
describe the present situation, most of which is of very recent development and 
is not portrayed in economic analyses of the area, on which FHA has used as 
a basis for approving Capehart housing. 

First, the Virginia Peninsula is, to a large degree, a military area with 
installations in operation for the Army, Navy, and Air Force. Secondly, we 
are fortunate on the Virginia Peninsula in that we enjoy a relatively stable 
economy by virtue of our fine shipbuilding industry, extensive port facilities, 
oil refinery, chemical industry, and not forgetting the contribution of the 
military and various other local enterprises. Among these, the homebuilding 
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and construction industry is no small part. The building permit value for the 
building of new homes only on the peninsula for the period 1952-58 was in 
excess of $111 million. Graphic representation of these figures show that we 
have had our share of ups and downs. This, however, can be attributed to the 
inherent fluctuations of most business cycles. We do believe though, with the 
advent of additional military housing on the peninsula beyond that already in 
existence or contracted for, that the homebuilding industry and its many allied 
trades, professions, and industries are going to suffer economically. 

With regard to those units currently under construction, I have particular 
reference to 500 new Capehart military housing units at Langley Air Force Base, 
It should be noted that our association’s military housing committee, after 
several meetings and very careful consideration of the situation, involving the 
application by Langley Air Force Base for these 500 units, recommended to the 
board of directors of the association that the Langley application not be opposed, 
We feel obligated and endeavor to discharge that obligation, to carefully con- 
sider each request for military housing on its own merits. Our position of not 
opposing the Langley application was predicated, in part, upon agreement by Air 
Force officials to demolish existing family quarters at Langley upon completion 
of the 500 new Capehart units. Also, as best we could determine, these new 
tunits would not cause a severe drain on the local rental market although we 
certainly expect to feel some effect once they are completed. 

However, we wish to call to the attention of the committee that according to 
a press release dated January 10, 1959, inactivation of the 345th Tactical Bomber 
Wing at Langley Air Force Base between April 1 and June 25 has been announced 
by Tactical Air Command. Removal of the 345th from the active list will leave 
Langley with only one unit of fighting aircraft and will make it primarily a 
headquarters and air tanker base. The military strength of the wing at the 
end of December was 183 officers, 998 airmen, and 74 civilian employees. With 
the reduction of possibly 1,000 familiar concurrent with the completion of 500 
new Capehart units, the local economy is destined to suffer. As a general rule, 
the addition of military housing to the local housing inventory will cause a very 
definite slowing down of the market. 

One more point that we considered in determining our position was that the 
FHA title 608 and 908 units constructed on the peninsula since 1940 were all 
built at the request of the military and primarily for military use. While we 
agree that they do not meet the present military standards of “adequacy,” they 
were, nevertheless, very adequate at the time they were built. Now should our 
conclusions regarding a drain on the local rental market be in error, the fore 
closure of any title 608 or 908 project would have a tremendously adverse effect 
on the entire peninsula mortgage market, since we are just beginning to live 
down the reputation, among life insurance companies that invest in real estate 
mortgages, that this is an unstable, primarily military, market. Nevertheless, 
in a spirit of community cooperation, for which we were commended by Langley 
officials, we, again, decided not to oppose their request. 

Now that we find ourselves confronted once again with a request for more 
military housing, this time 223 units at Fort Eustis, we are faced with the ques- 
tion: Are they needed and will they adversely affect the peninsula economy? 
There is little doubt in our minds that the local economy does not stand to gain 
but rather, to suffer if this request is approved. Secondly, considering the fact 
that 600 units have been completed at Fort Eustis, and it was not a matter of 
being able to occupy them overnight, we feel very strongly that this request for 
223 more units should be carefully analyzed. 

In addition to the 600 newly constructed Capehart units, Fort Eustis has also 
acquired a total of 462 Wherry housing units. This, plus 130 Wherry units with- 
in 2 miles of Fort Eustis have just recently been acquired by the Navy. These 
units are not now fully occupied. Further, 450 units were recently completed at 
Fort Eustis with appropriated funds. Adding these together, we have a grand 
total of 1,642 military housing units built within the last 3 to 4 years. With ap- 
proval of their current request for 223 units, the total would grow to 1,865 units. 
What is intended to be a military installation is indeed becoming a young city 
of luxury-type apartments. 

Therefore, in full study and consideration of the local military housing needs 
we request that of the 223 units that have been approved by the Defense Depart- 
ment and are up for hearing, 133 are to replace substandard housing now at Fort 
Eustis and we are desirous of securing a definite commitment that those units be 
demolished before the new units are completed. Secondly, 40 units will be lost 
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py converting 2-bedroom Wherry units to 4-bedroom units. Thirdly, reference 
has continually been made to a loss of 90 additional units by the military when 
a nearby section, known as Red Hill, was demolished beginning in January 1958. 
We feel. that the reduction of these substandard units in January 1958 cannot be 
justifiably used as a basis for increased housing. Further, with a new improved 
freeway system in operation on the peninsula we feel that travel time as con- 
sidered by the Armed Forces would automatically view the entire peninsula hous- 
ing market as one unit. 

On January 21, 1959, a survey was made of the available rental units only 
of the multirental projects and there were 461 vacancies. This would not 
indicate a shortage of housing to support such large Capehart housing expendi- 
ge the housing bill now in the Senate and House of Representatives pro- 
vides for military housing where the need exists we, therefore, ask that any 
request in excess of 133 units to replace housing to be demolished, and 40 
units lost in conversion from 2-bedroom to 4-bedroom units or a total of 173 be 
sai nn we, the homebuilders of the Virginia Peninsula, firmly believe 
that the necessities of our national defense have overriding priority over any 
other consideration. As builders we are keenly aware of the continuing prob- 
lem of providing adequate housing for military installations. But we feel, too, 
that a limit has been reached. 

Until such time as the local economy can absorb the 500 units due for com- 
pletion at Langley Field in June 1959 along with an unanticipated personnel 
reduction of over 1,000 persons, we feel that the local housing and rental 
market will be jeopardized. 

Therefore, with respect to the request by Fort Eustis for 223 additional 
Capehart units, it is the carefully considered opinion of our association that, on 
the basis of the housing now on the post and rental properties available within 
the community, these units are not needed and that the armed services, in general, 
are overprograming in their request for more and more military housing. 

Mr. Kinpay. Read it. 

Mr. Keiiener. There are 223 units in the bill. These were in the 
bill last year but were finally stricken from the bill. It appears that 
the commanding officer stated that he was merely replacing struc- 
tures which were to be torn down. That was the testimony last 
year. 

" However, some 90 structures were torn down at least a year and 
one-half ago and the association feels they should not be used in 
this computation. 

There are 133 substandard houses which are supposed to be torn 
down and there is no local objection to these being replacd. Also 
in the improvement of the Wherry houses, 40 units will be lost through 
condemnations. There is no ‘objection either to these being torn 
down. This is a total of 173 units for which there is no objection. 

Mr. Kirpay. You are summarizing the letter from the association ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. I am, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. You haven’t been giving your views? 

Mr. Keiiener. No, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. That is just a summary of the letter received. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. We are talking about Eustis, Va. 

Mr. Kerrener. They have no objection, in other words, to 173 units 
for Fort Eustis, but they feel the 223 is excessive. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, I have been furnished a copy of 
the letter. It is a very thorough and well-reasoned letter. 

I would question one of the statements in the letter to the effect 
that the Army is building luxury-type apartments. 
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This is not the case. Even if we took the 173, which I believe was 
the figure mentioned, instead of the 223 that we requested, there is 
still a further deficiency for Fort Eustis. ; ; 

Another point that we might take exception to is the commuting 
distance on the peninsula. 

I do not think that Langley or Newport News or the various com- 
munities mentioned meet the criteria within 30 minutes’ commuting 
distance which we have set up with the general approval of the De- 
fense Department to study the availability of private-owned housing 
in the area, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. We thoroughly threshed this thing out some time ago, 
when we had the Subcommittee on Housing. Mr. Kelleher, is that 
right ? 

Str, Keener. It was discussed. 

Mr. Rivers. Those people are just against everybody. That is so. 
We tried to nail them down and we couldn’t nail them down, and 
finally we approved it. When it came before the big committee, Mr. 
Vinson approved it. We either have to have Eustis or not. We 
either have to have housing or not. If it was left to me, I wouldn't 
pay any attention to that letter. 

Mr. Kixtpay. Unless an amendment is offered, 223 units at Fort 
Eustis is approved. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman. Did I understand you to say this is 
Wherry housing? 

Mr. Ketiener. There are Wherry houses there that are being im- 
proved, and in the process some of the smaller units are being com- 
bined to make larger units, and that causes 40 units to be lost. 

Mr. Gupser. Are there vacancies in the Wherry units at the present 
time ? 

Mr. Ketienver. Iam not familiar with that. 

General Seeman. There are no vacancies except those that are nec- 
essary to take care of these repairs and improvements that we are 
making on it. 

Mr. Kewtener. With the full 223 units you anticipate there will 
still be no vacancies ? 

General Sreman. There will still be a deficiency. 

Colonel McCarry. Of 2,087 units. 

Mr. Kirpay. Without objection, Fort Eustis, Va., 223 units, is ap- 
proved. We will now proceed to section 105. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, before we do— 

Mr. Kipay. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. General, I wonder if you could give us a brief state- 
ment about the Army’s attitude toward Capehart housing as a solution 
to home of your housing problems? What do you think about Cape- 
hart? 

General Seeman. The Capehart housing, if I can use the phrase, and 
I am sure you will understand it, is our first line of defense in taking 
care of our families in the Army. 

It has been of great assistance tous. Something over—— 

Colonel McCarty. About 27,000. 

General Szeman. 27,000 in the last 3 or 4 years have been built to 
be able to take care of these families in the Army. 
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Mr. Witson. We have had many experiments in the past with dif- 
ferent types of housing, Wherry and others, to try to solve the prob- 
lem. But do you think the Capehart more nearly represents an an- 
swer to the problem than any of the other programs we have had ? 

General SzeMAN. Well, all of the programs I believe, sir, would be 
necessary to get us to this point. The Capehart program, in develop- 
ing it here in the Congress, I feel quite sure was based upon the expe- 
rience in the Wherry area. 

Mr. Witson. You would like to see it continued ? 

General SreMAN. Very much, sir. I believe, in separate legislation 
before another committee, the Army is recommending continuation 
in the next fiscal year. 

Mr. Duruam. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Wizson. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. On this question, of course, as the general knows, I 
have been always in favor of direct appropriations for housing for 
the Air Force. I still think it is wise. I am going to ask you the 
question. You can answer it or not. But wouldn’t the Army prefer 
direct appropriations for — instead of this conglomeration that 
we are always going through with? You had to buy back the Wherry 
housing. Now we are getting ourselves out on another limb. And 
I expect the same thing to happen. 

General Sreman. Strictly from the Army’s point of view, we would 
prefer appropriated fund housing. It would be simpler to procure, 
more easy Lo manage and operate afterward. 

The decision as to which of the taxpayers’ money and over how 
many years is one beyond our control. 

Mr. Wizson. It is the taxpayers one way or the other. 

General Seeman. Well—— 

Mr. Duruam. There is no difference. 

Mr. Krzpay. I would much prefer appropriated fund housing. I 
don’t know how many years it would take us to get 27,000. 

General Sreman. That is the problem. 

Mr. Katpay. Running it through the Appropriations Committees 
of both Houses of Congress and the budget and everything. 

Mr. Witson. The important thing is houses in being. 

Mr. Kiztpay. We are getting houses. Even though we might like 
them in a different way, but this way we are getting houses. 

Go ahead with section 105. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 105 relates to increases in prior authoriza- 
tions. A similar section has been in each bill. 

Mr. Kirpay. Without objection—that is all of section 105? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. And the total is $1,181,000. 

General Seeman. There are four places where our existing author- 
ization has proved deficient, sir. At Aberdeen Proving Ground, at. 
— oem. General Depot, at Fort Huachuca, and Fort Leonard 

ood. 

They have proven deficient as we have gone through the process 
of advertising and awarding the contracts. In general, also they are 
places where the normal inflationary trend of 2 to 3 percent a year 
have caught us short also. 

Mr. Kirpay. Without objection, section 105 is approved. Now 
does this conclude the Army’s portion of the bill ? 
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. Mr. Kerizuer. The only thing that might remain, Mr. Chairman, 
that relates to the Army is in the general provisions. 

- There is a saving clause in there for a number of installations, the 
authority for which would be rescinded if it were not preserved. 

If you would like to take those up at this time? Most of them are 
‘Army and they could be discussed and taken care of at this time. 

Mr. Kiztpay. What page of the bill? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 43 is the start, Mr. Chairman. 

Section 406. 

Mr. Kinpay. 406? 

Mr. Kewieuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Read them out. Is it necessary to read these items? 

Mr. Keureuer. I don’t think it is, sir. 

Incidentally, the first three of them, on page 44, are identical to 
those that have appeared in the bill for several years. 

Mr. Kiutpay. Just state briefly what they are for this record. 

Mr. Kewtieuver. All right, sir. No. 1: Authorization for public 
-works and for appropriations, that appear in the general provisions 
of previous acts. Naturally they should not be lasioded. 

_ No. 2. That relates to projects for which some work has been done 
‘so far. They are actually underway and, therefore, it will be unwise 
to rescind those. 

No. 3 relates to $100 million fund for which there have never been 
any appropriations. It is the Government’s guarantee for the rental 
guarantee housing, in France, and a few other places. 

. No. 4 is an Army saving clause and it relates to the line of com- 
munications in France. 

Last year the Army received $30 million for this LOC France, and 
they have obligated $20 million. This preserves 10 for another year. 

No. 5 relates to a classified installation, in the amount of $6,489,000. 

‘It relates to Army communications. The Army feels it should be 
preserved. 

No. 6 is not Army. It is the Air Force Academy. It merely pre- 
serves that authority, because the work is not done. 

No. 7 (a) relates to some family units at a classified installation 
in the Middle East. It is Army. 

‘ No. 7(b) is also Army. It relates to the Army Security Agency. 

No. 7(c) also relates to LOC France, some authority that was repro- 
gramed last year or possibly the year before from Germany to France. 
_ No. 7(d) is also Army. It relates to Panama and a sewage dis- 
posal system there. 

No. 7(e) is a classified facility, in the amount of $6,300,000, and 
again is a communications facility. 

The other two are Navy ones, Mr. Chairman, and would not he 
pertinent perhaps to take up at this time. 
~ No. 7(h), however, is an Army saving clause, and it relates to 
family housing for Carlisle Barracks, Fort Benjamin Harrison, and 
Fort Shafter. These houses—my note here is probably the clearest 
way to present it. 

Housing for those installations were included in last year’s author- 
ization act. Actually they were reprograming actions from prior 
unused authorizations. The outstanding authority cited for these 
family housing projects is repealed or will be repealed on July 1, 1959, 
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unless superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization. And 
that is what is being done here. 

In addition, the dollar amounts shown under the station totals 
with each of these line items last year did not include the cost of the 
family housing projects. 

Saving legislation includes both Army and Air Force projects. 

In other words, this would not only expire this year, on July 1, but 
also the Army would be unable to have funds appropriated against 
their authority because of the lack of a money figure against these: 
houses last year. 

You may recall that we cut the bill last year by taking all of the 
money portion of each line item that related to housing and put it in 
the general provisions. It cut the bill, or apparently cut the bill, by, 
that amount. 

So it did leave these installations without a money amount bk 
without authority for appropriations. f 

Mr. Kiztpay. Without objection, section 406 is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is the end for the Army, Mr. Chairman. | 

Mr. Kizpay. Now, I undestand that the chairman has a number of 
items, in the buttoning up of the bill, that he is going to want to: 
take u 

The wommttes will meet tomorrow at 10 o’clock. We will not this: 
afternoon. We will meet at 10 o’clock tomorrow for further con-" 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask when do we get to the 
point of discussing Army Reserve armories ? * 

Mr. Kitpay. I understand that has been submitted to a sub- 
committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. The subcommittee is hearing those now. 

Mr. Smart. The Rivers subcommittee. 

Mr. Wison. We are not going into that ? 

Mr. Smart (aside). They are meeting this afternoon to complete’ 
their action. 

’ Mr. Gusser. That is not part of this bill ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is part of this bill. When Mr. Rivers oe 
his hearings, his recommendations will be combined in it, and the’ 
ultimate vote will be on this bill as the full committee considered it. 
and on the portion before Subcommittee No. 3. 

Mr. Gusser. Who is the counsel for the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. Kitpay. The committee adjourns until 10 o’clock doesn 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:30 a.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene’ 
at 10 a.m., Thursday, March 12, 1959.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Commitree on ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Thursday, March 12, 1959. 
The committee met at 10:10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 
The Cuatrman. Members of the committee, this is a continuation: 
of the hearing on H.R. 4414. When we were considering the bill, 
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when we reached the Schilling Air Force Base, we made a note that 
our colleague, Mr. Smith of Kansas, desired to manent on this item. 

‘Mr. Smith is here this morning. It will be a pleasure to have the 
views of Mr. Smith with reference to the item. Now, Mr. Kelleher, 
read the item. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. What page? 

The Crarrman. It is on page 39, line 24 of the bill. Yes, sir. 
Schilling Air Force Base, Kans.; 240 units. The reference is to 
Capehart housing. 

his is for 240 units of Capehart houses. 

Now, Mr. Smith, it will be a pleasure to have your comments. 

Mr. Smiru. Mr. Chairman et members of the committee, I want 
to address myself to this item that you have just read. 

I suppose I am about in the same position here this morning as a 
private in the Army after 3 or 4 months’ service, that goes down to 
the canteen and catches a couple of beers and then says the com- 
manding general doesn’t know how to run the Army. 

I am against this Capehart housing. I think it inadvisable for 
many reasons. I am not going to belabor the question. 

Schilling Air Force Base is close to Salina, Kans. It is in my 
district. It is about a couple of miles. The base has been built up 
tremendously in the last — years. They have already had 535 
Capehart housing units. 

am trying to look down the road, gentlemen, a little bit ahead 
to see what is going to happen to our manned Air Force. 

They are now out building missile sites, out some 10 or 12 miles 
away from Schilling Airbase. This is a big bomber base. 

I don’t want to create slums out there, with regard to this sort 
of housing. 

The land hasn’t been acquired. It is out near the base, it is true. 
Et is supposed to be for sergeants—buck sergeants, I guess, in the 
Air Force. 

_ Bat I just think it inadvisable, in view of where we are going 
to go in the future, to start building a lot of houses out there, when 
E think the city—there are plently of available houses within the 
me of Salina to take care of and adequately house these airmen. 

base it purely upon that, that I don’t like to be a party. 

I make my recommendation as a Member representing that district. 
You know that the chamber of commerce and a lot of other organi- 
zations have recommended this. 

I know that this 240 unit has gone through a lot of processes. It 
has been recommended by the State. But I stand here this morning 
as a Representative asking that these Capehart houses not be built. 
That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. Now let’s hear from the 
Department now. General Curtin? Is General Curtin here? 

General Curtin. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Come around here, General. Let’s find out. There 
are always two sides to everything. Let’s hear the Air Force now 
as to the reason why. 

First, give the committee information as to the personnel at Schil- 
ling Air Force Base. We do not have the books before us because 
we sent them back to the Department. 
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General Curtin. We are talking in this connection, Mr. Chairman, 
with an end fiscal year 1962 position of approximately 590 officers and 
8,430 airmen. ; ' ; 

Not utilizing the ground rules for computing family housing re- 
quirements as explained to this committee by Mr. Bryant, the require- 
ment for housing on his basis is 1,470 units. These are using the 
marital factors and other limiting factors set out by the Defense 
Department. f é 

Against this requirement of 1,470 units we have assets presently 
in hand of 950 units, made up as follows: 535 title 8 Capehart housing 
units, which have been furnished and are occupied; 6 sets of private 
quarters that previously existed at the base. And 410 sets of adequate 
community support. 

Therefore, if we take—that leaves us a deficiency —— 

The CuarrMAn. That makes a total of what? 

General Curtin. 950, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Curtin. It is—— 

The CHarrman. Wait. What is your personnel strength there 
today ? 

General Curttn. The total personnel strength at the end of 1962, 
which we are computing this requirement against, is 590 officers and 
3,440 airmen. 

The CuarrMan. Well, that is 1962. I asked about today. 

General Curtin. The present strength, Mr. Chairman, is approxi- 
mately 1,100 officers and 5,800 airmen. 

Mr. Arenps. In other words, it is going down. 

The Cuarrman. It is going down instead of going up. 

General Curtin. It goes from two B-47 wings to a B-52 base, 
Mr. Chairman. This is one that was covered before. 

Mr. Arenps. In other words, what percentage reduction is that, 
between now and 1962? Just roughly. 

E CuairMAn. You got 5,400 there now and there will be 3,400 
in 1962. 

General Curtin. That is airmen; yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. 6,900 there now. 

The CHarrman. What? 

General Curtin. 6,900 officers and airmen. 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

General Curtin. Going down to approximately 5,030, if my arith- 
metic is correct, at end of 1962. 

Now may I make a point, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrman. Go ahead. 

General Curtin. This requirement of 240 would provide approxi- 
mately 48 percent on-base family housing units for the operational 
mission. You will recall in Mr. Bryant’s statement he said that the 
Department of Defense had set a limit of 55 percent. 

The housing has survived the critical review of the Office, Secre- 
tary of Defense, the Bureau of the Budget, and has been certified 
to by the Field Office Director of FHA. 

. Now we recognize that there is considerable housing available in 
le area. 

I would like, however, to make the point that much of the housing 
that is available and that has been referred to previously is what 
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we call a share-facility type. In other words, you can rent a few 
rooms, but you either share the bath, share the kitchen or other 
portions of the shelter. : 

Many of these were originally built as single dwellings and have 
been converted on what we consider a rather primitive way to multiple 
units. 

An illustration of the information that pertains in this area: The 
rents for one- and two-bedrooms under the conditions I just described, 
are running in the range of $75 to $95 a month. 

Much of the housing—in fact, essentially all of the housing that is 
built in the area is for sale. 

We estimate, as near as we can determine, and admittedly we are 
not experts in this field, that less than 2 percent of the new housing 
that is constructed is actually constructed initially for a rental market. 

Many of our airmen and junior officers in the area find themselves 
in this position: When they do go out and are lucky enough to find 
a rental unit, it is on the basis that the owner of the rental unit will 
ultimately construct a home which he then, in turn, will sell to the 
service individual. Sales prices for two- and three-bedroom units in 
the area are running $19,700 to $27,500 a unit. 

So frequently you can see that our individuals, even if they are 
fortunate enough to find a rental under these conditions, are ulti- 
mately faced with the reality of paying something in excess of $20,000 
or at least tying up liabilities to that extent on their behalf. 

That covers the picture in general for the Department of the Air 
Force, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, General, you said there is some 6,900 per- 
sonnel there now ? 

General Curtarn. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And your 531 units—or whatever the number is—— 

General Curtain. 535. 

The CHarrMAn, 535, is based upon the strength in 1963. 

General Curtain. Yes, sir—1962, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. 1962. 

General Curtin. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. And in 1962 the strength will be 3,400? 

General Curtin. 3,400 airmen and approximately 600 officers. 

The Cuarrman. You also said there were a great many available 
spaces in that area, but they are on what is known as a share basis? 

General Curtin. Share-type facilities. 

The Cuarrman. That is, people get acquainted with each other by 
using the same bathroom and the same kitchen. 

Now how can we go before the House and justify building more 
units there when your personnel is going to be reduced, when we know 
over a period of years, probably 15 years anyhow, you won’t have many 
man-operated airplanes. You are all telling us about missiles. Why 
isn’t it the proper thing to just stand where we are? Because you 
can get all the houses out there you want. Just let them get acquainted 
with the occupants on the other side of the hall and all that. 

General Curtin. Mr. Chairman, I would make two points. Per- 
haps I was not clear enough in my original statement as to require- 
ments and assets. 

In terms of requirements, I was in fact, speaking of the reduced 
end 1962 position, which was at that point 1,470 units. 
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In other words, if we take the marital ratios that we have today 
and project them into the end 1962 position we would come up with 
this requirement, of 1,400-—— 

The CuairmAn. I would have a most difficult time, I will say—as 
all of you know, we have to explain all these items on the floor of the 
House. I would have a most difficult time convincing the House that 
as the base personnel is decreasing, I am asking Congress to build 
more houses. 

General Curtin. Well 

The Cuatrman. I don’t think the committee will be warranted in 
going along with you. 

I think the committee will be on sound ground to eliminate the item 
of 240 houses. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

General Curtin. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarrMAn. Without objection, it is agreed that we strike the 
item 240 houses. General, I can’t go along with you. Now the next 
item on the bill—we must start back at the beginning of this bill now. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 6, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Page 6, line 

Mr. Keviruer. 11 and 13. 

Now the committee deferred action on the proposed amendment to 
cut the money figure to $920,000. I want to thank Mr. Kilday and 
the members of the committee yesterday for the splendid progress 
they made. It was necessary for me to appear before another com- 
mittee. I examined the bill this morning and I think you made more 
progress yesterday than anyone to date. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrman. So it looks like to me the best thing would be to 
turn over this Chair to Mr. Kilday and we will get the work done very 
speedily and properly. 

Mr. Rivers. We won’t have as good a time. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, might I observe—off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The CHatrMAn. Let’s get back to business. Now page 6, line 11. 

Now let’s see. This is European Command area. Italy: Opera- 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community 
facilities, troop housing and utilities, $1,973,000. 

I see you marked it “hold” yesterday ? 

Mr. Kevtiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What are the facts? 

Mr. Ketiener. The facts are these: You felt in your review of the 
bill that that item should be cut to $920,000, which is a cut of 
$1,053,000. 

The items which are to be cut appear on page 336 of volume 2 which 
each member has before him, again on page 347, and a single item on 
359. 

The reason for the first two cuts is that the provisions of the facili- 
ties outlined in the backup books and provided for in the bill are of a 
nature that may be available to the Army from another service, from 
the Air Force, in the near future if the Air Force does move out of 
there. There is good reason to believe, as I understand it, that they 
will move. Therefore, we would have built duplicate facilities. 


34066—59—No. 17——-32 
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In the case of the third item, it is a dependents school. That, con- 
cededly, is important at thistime. But there is an unusually high con- 
centration of Army personnel in this area and that high concentration 
probably will not remain. If it does not remain, the school will be 
unnecessary, or the addition to the school will be unnecessary. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that? 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, what have you to say to the state- 
ment and the reasons why when we examined this bill we reduced it 
to $920,000? 

General Seeman. Much of the justification for this, Mr. Chairman, 
is classified. This is in connection with the Southeast Task Force in 
Italy, as you know, which supports our NATO allies. 

Basically, this is critical support of these very special weapons and 
it isa LOC. The essential elements of this support are 4: The base 
complex and certain storage areas, the headquarters complex, which 
is the one that has the item of the dependents school that Mr. Kelleher 
mentioned, and then an airfield complex which is necessary for the 
air units to look for the targets and the target acquisition which is 
so vital with this type of weapon. 

The CuarrMan. Well, this is a close question and it is on the 
borderline. 

Now from the examination up to date, we reduced the Army’s line 
items $27 million. 

Now from the examination up to date, we reduced the Army’s line 
items $27 million. 

We better not pinch them too tight on this item. 

So without objection, we will let the item stand at $1,973,000. 

Now, the next one—now that finishes the Army. 

Mr. Ke.teuer. It does, sir. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

General Sreman. If I might respectfully request reconsideration 
of the Columbus General Depot item, where we had that central heat- 
™, plant. 

he CHatrMAN. Now off the record, let’s talk about that. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

General Sreman. Columbus General Depot item, sir, which was the 
central heat plant problem, where we have something like 15 to 27 
old individual heat plants. 

The Cuatrman. Where is that in the bill? Wait one minute. 

Mr. Kettener. Page 2, Mr. Chairman, line 16. 

General Sreman. Some of which date back to the First World War. 

Mr. Ketiener. In the book it is on page 27. 

The CxHatrman. Oh, yes, Columbus General Depot, $2,783,000. 
Central heating plant and heat distributing system. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Weeliminated that. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. As being not a critical item, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Seeman. This is a collection of individual plants, sir. 

Four years ago when the engineer consultant examined it, he stated 
that some of the plants had a life expectancy of 1 year. 
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They can amortize this cost in 10 years. It is a case where we can 
realize great economies in reduction of personnel and reduction of 
the unit heat cost. 

We felt it was eminently justified on that basis, sir, and we respect- 
fully request the reconsideration. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think the facts warrant the position the 
committee took when we deleted it. 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. All of this equipment that you refer to, that is these 
various types of heating facilities that are scattered all over. 

General SrEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What you are attempting to do is put in a central heat- 
ing system and coordinate all of them and eliminate this old equipment 
that 1s around ? 

General Seeman. Uneconomical—— 

Mr. Gavin. In doing that job, would you effect any savings, and 
how long would it take to get back our original investment if you 
were granted this amount ? 

General Seeman. Our estimate, sir, is that it would be amortized in 
10 years. We would save personnel and we would save operating 
costs. 

The Cuarrman. You come up here next year. We will be in session 
again next year and we will deal with it. 

Mr. Gavin. Do you think this equipment is going to hold up during 
the severe weather you have out there? 

The Cuarrman, It will hold out. 

General Seeman. We will patch it together, if that is the decision 
of the committee. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, General. 

Now let’s pick up the Navy. 

Mr. ArEnps. What page? 

The CHarrman. Now, on page 16 we had a vote on Rota, Spain. 

Mr. Kexiiener. Admiral Grenfel and Admiral Pirie, with Captain 
Chew, are here as witnesses. 

The CuHatrman. It is for deepening the harbor. The harbor is 
already 33 feet deep. They are down to coral rock. 

I felt that that, for the time being, was satisfactory. So the com- 
mittee decided, with eight members for striking the item and eight 
members for it. Therefore, it remained. 

Now, I do think the more you examine this, the more you become 
convinced that we should for the time being withhold any harbor work. 
Now, we will be glad to get a statement in regard to it. 

Mr. Ketitener. Admiral Grenfel. 

Admiral Grenret. Good morning, Mr. Chairman. I am sure you 
have heard most of the arguments before on why we should dredge 
to 40 feet in Rota. 


We have with us this morning Vice Admiral Pirie, who is the Direc- 
tor of Naval Operations for Air. I would like to turn it over to him 
and let him tell his part of the story, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, Admiral. 

Admiral Prere. Mr. Chairman and members of the Armed Forces 
Committee, I am Vice Admiral Pirie, Deputy Chief of Naval Opera- 
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tions for Air. This is my first appearance before your committee since 
I assumed this office. I appreciate very much the opportunity to be 
here and to discuss this very important item with you. 

I believe that it is not necessary for me to go into the basic reasons 
for desiring a dock at a large base for the logistics in connection with 
carrier loading and offloading, because your committee has recognized 
this throughout the years in constructing pier facilities at the four 
major carrier bases in the United States—two on the west coast and 
two on the east coast. 

Last year your committee authorized the building of a pier at North 
Island for this very reason. 

I was on the staff of the Commander in Chief, Eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean and as Chief of Staff, when this base—the require- 
ments were first set up and the planning went ahead. 

At that time the principal reason for building Rota and wanting 
Rota was to have a carrier offloading base in the western part of 
Europe and particularly at the entrance to the Mediterranean. Re- 
cent events in north Africa, I think have proved the wisdom of our 
having gone into Rota. 

For that reason we are very anxious that this be continued and that 
we not have what I might term a horse-and-buggy system of off- 
loading and loading the carriers in Western Europe. 

The Cuarrman. Well, all you say is correct. Of course, it would be 
ideal to have a 40-foot channel instead of a 33-foot channel. But I see 
this item involves $11,934,000. And no doubt in the course of time the 
channel will be made 40 feet so airplane carriers and heavy tankers 
loaded can come in there. 

But for the time being, in view of the fact that we are considering 
this bill closely on the line items, it looks like to me nothing will be hurt 
to let this matter also pass over until the next session of Congress. 

Now, we have only reduced, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Gavin. Let me make this 
statement. 

The total amount for the Navy is $195,284,000. And we have only 
reduced it $8 million. 

Now, I grant you, you did have a close budget when it was submitted. 
And I grant you that you would like to have this now. But I do 
think it is an item that could go over and not be forced to be put in the 
budget this year. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. I took the time on my recent trip to Europe, I think in 
1957, to fly down to Rota and look over this facility from one end to 
the other. I think it is one of the most strategic spots that we have 
in the Mediterranean—one of the most strategic spots. 

And they took me out to look over this facility—the pier, the chan- 
nel, and the harbor and so forth. How much do we have invested in 
Rota ? 

Admiral Pirie. To date, we have $69,151,000. 

Mr. Gavin. But we haven’t any facilities to reach it by sea. If we 
got into a difficulty, we couldn’t get in there today with our carriers 
or with our fleet to any great extent. 
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The CuarrmMan. You couldn’t get in there anyhow. It would take 
5 or 6 years to do. 

Mr. Gavrn. I don’t know. It is certainly a very important item, 
Mr. Chairman... I would very much dislike to see this item passed 
over because I think it is one of the most important items that is in 
this budget for the Navy. And I think it is very important. 

Now, let’s review. Just what does this item cover? Just what 
does it cover ? 

Admiral Prrtz. Well, this covers the dredging: 

The Cuatrman. Dredging? 

Admiral Pirtz. Down to 40 feet. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

Admiral Pirte. It means that if the dredging 

Mr. Gavin. You are building a pier, there, too, aren’t you? 

Admiral Pirre. The pier is built and the pier is built so the 
dredging 

Mr. Gavin. What good is a pier if you can’t get into it? 

Admiral Pir. You must barge from the end of the pier to the 
ship. And there are several economic reasons that make that un- 
sound. 

Mr. Gavin. But. that would be a rough spot, in rough weather, to 
try to barge into that area? 

Admiral Pirie. Well, it is very rough. 

Mr. Gavin. I would imagine. 

Admiral Pirre. And a modern airplane which costs, as you gentle- 
men know, anywhere from $2 to $5 million now can be easily damaged 
in barging. 

The CuatrmMan. Let me ask you: How many years will it take now 
to blast out and get down to 40 feet? We are down to the coral rock. 
How many years will it take to finish it? 

Admiral Pettir. Mr. Chairman, Iam Admiral Peltier. We figure 
this contract will take about 18 months, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Eighteen months, to finish it. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairrman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. Admiral, at the present time how many docks and 
places have you got. that you can bring your carriers in in the Mediter- 
ranean area’ I want to see this whole picture. 

The CHamrMan. Mediterranean. 

Admiral Pirm. We have none in the Mediterranean. 

Mr. Duruam. This is the only one. I have been there myself. 

Admiral Pirie. We have none in Europe where we can bring a 
Forrestal or Midway class carrier alongside. 

Mr. DurHam. None of those can come in ? 

Admiral Pirie. That is correct. We have never been able to off- 
load and it was one of the reasons that Port Lyautey, our large base 
there, was so ineffective. 

The Cuarrman. I think everyone understands the issue. 

_ Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman. I think iti s quite an important 
item. 

Mr. Gavix. What did you say, Mr. Durham? I couldn’t hear you. 
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Mr. Duruam. I think this is a very important base we have down 
there, I think. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, it is. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. Duruam. One of the other things I wanted to ask you, Ad- 
miral: What are your agreements on the use of this base? How long 
at the present time? 

Admiral Grenret. Captain Chew. 

Captain Cuew. Until 1963. 

Mr. DurHam. 1963. 

Captain Cuew. And then subject to renegotiation or renewal. 

Mr. Duruam. Subject to renegotiation. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s goon. All in favor of striking this item of 
$11,394,000, hold up your hand. 

Mr. Brecxer. Mr. Chairman. I dislike to take up the time or to 
oppose your position, because I know you are substantial. But it 
would seem to me that if we don’t do something about this now, when 
are we going todoit? In other words, a year from now 

The Cuairman. Don’t be so disturbed about that. They will have 
plenty of opportunity. They will take a long time to do it. They 
can’t finish it for 18 months, anyhow, because it is right down to the 
hard rock. It is not going to hurt at all for this item to go out for 
this session of Congress. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I ask this question. If the Admiral 
has stated this pier is ready now, then it is usable now, but they can’t 
get to it if the dredging isn’t done now. 

The Cuatrman. They wouldn't be able to get a big carrier in until 
2 3 3. years from now, because it wil take a long time to get to the 
40 feet. 

Mr. Gavin. How much have we invested in the pier? 

Admiral Perrier. I don’t have that information, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, approximately. You have a rough idea. 

Admiral Pettter. My guess is around 11 million. 

Mr. Gavin. 11 million. 

Admiral Perrier. 11 million. 

Mr. Gavin. 11 million. How long did it take us to build that pier? 

Admiral Pettter. We started right at the start there in 1955. 

Mr. Gavin. 1955. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me say one word. I have been to 
Rota on two occasions. I saw those fine looking stones that you had 
to make the harbor out of. 

It looks to me like the only base you have in Europe where you can 
put the Forrestal or the Midway and have it tied outside is completely 
horse and buggy. 

The whole theory of this Rota complex was to pull your carrier 
dockside, take your planes and pull them off out to the air base. That 
was the idea all the time, for the perimeter. If you can’t do that, 
what good is it. 

The CxHatrman. All right. We all understand the issue. Let’s 
all reach a decision. 

I move that the $11,934,000 be stricken from the bill. All in favor 
of it, hold up your hand. [Show of hands. ] 

Mr. Smart. Six, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuamman, Six. All opposed, hold up your hand. [Show 
of hands. ] 

Mr. Smart. Fifteen, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. The item stays in the bill. 

Now the next item is on page 18, line 15. 

Now this is the $17,500,000 that appears in each one of the services. 

Now I think in view of the fact that the Navy only spent $600,000 
last year that we should have a committee policy with reference to 
all three services and reduce all three of them down to about $5 
million apiece. That is what I am suggesting to the committee, that 
we cut all three of them down to $5 million each. 

Mr. Kitpay. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, all three of these are cut down 
to $5 million apiece. 

Now, members of the committee, that gets rid of everything for 
the Navy. 

Now that will leave the Navy cut how much, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketieuer. That will leave the Navy just where they were, $8 
million—no. Now, $13 million, Mr. Chairman. 

Captain Cuew. 13 million 5. 

The Cuarman. About $13 million. Well you had a good program. 
I want to thank the Navy for presenting the case so well all the way 
down the line. 

Admiral Petrrer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, very much. 

Captain Curew. Thank you. 

The Cuairman. I am very much concerned about this item for the 
Air Force, on page 30. Clinton County Air Force Base, Wilming- 
ton, Ohio, with reference to building the hospital. 

I figured it out. This is a 50-bed hospital and the money author- 
ized in heré runs around about $50,000 a Ded. Now that is a little bit 
= high, because in the Army hospitals it runs between $30,000 and 

35,000. 

But in this hospital it proposes to build a dental clinic of six 
dental chairs. In my figuring I allowed about $1 million for that. 
And I think we would not be warranted for more than $30,000 a 
bed, which would be $1,500,000, plus—— 

Mr. Ke.ieHeR. 1 million, 6. 

The Cuarrman. Plus $104,000 for the dental chairs. 

So I ask this item be rewritten to cost 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Chairman, you don’t propose to strike the hospital 
out ? 

The CnarrmMan. Oh,no. Iam reducing the cost of the beds down to 
the $30,000. There are 50. That is $1,500,000, and adding $100,000 
for the dental facilities. That would be $1,600,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

The CxHarrMan. Without objection, that is the item that the com- 
mittee writes in the bill there. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Air Force is here, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. You do not wish discussion ? 

The Cuarrman. Oh, let’s don’t discuss it. We can’t do any better 
than that. I know what I am talking about now. You have to go 
along with us. 

Mr. Smart. What is the final total ? 





Mr. Ketiener. 1 million 6. 

Thank you for coming. 

The Cuarrman. Now on page 39 

Mr. Becker. It isa good statement. 

The Cuarrman. Perrin Air Force Base, Tex. I think the facts 
warrant the committee writing in 260 units at Perrin Air Force Base. 
General ? 

General Curtin. 260 units is the requirement. It was confirmed 
by the FHA, Mr. Chairman. It was originally submitted, as you per- 
haps know, through the Office, Secretary of Defense, and approved by 
that Office. It was then reduced by the Bureau of the Budget, I be- 
lieve, on the basis of a large commutable area, but I think they are 
misinformed. We have reclaimed that and stated that the 260 units is 
a minimum requirement. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection. Without objection, we insert, 
Perrin Air Force Base, Tex., 260 units. 

Now, members of the committee—I think, members of the com- 
mittee, we better recess now, because I wanted to be on the floor to 
try to call up this draft bill. 

And I have to be there before they take up the Hawaiian bill. So 
we will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 10:45 a.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. Friday, March 13, 1959.) 


Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMiITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, March 13, 1959. 


_ The committee met at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, presid- 
ing. 
The CuairMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H.R. 4414. 

On yesterday, when we recessed, we had reached page —— 

Mr. Kewirener. 41, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. 42, line 12 in the bill. 

Mr. Smart. 44, line 12? 

Mr. Kettzuer. I believe you mean 41, don’t you, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHamman. Page 24, line 12. 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, I believe we had completed all of the indi- 
vidual titles. 

The Cuairman. Air Force? 

Mr. Kettener. Everything within there. I think it is your in- 
tention to go to the general provisions this morning. It is the only 
thing remaining. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

= Kitpay. Are we going to hear the Wherry Housing Associa- 
tion ? 

The Cuamrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Boyd is here. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Boyd. 

Mr. Keitiener. Mr. Boyd, do you want to come forward ? 

Members of the commitee, this is Mr. Boyd, the legal adviser for 
the Wherry group. 
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Mr. Boyd, you may sit down there and the committee will be glad 
to hear you make any statement you desire to submit. 

Mr. Boyp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have with me Mr. Hub Hill, president of the Wherry Housing 
Association. 

This is Mr. Hill there. 

Mr. Hitt. Good morning. 

Mr. Boyp. Mr. Chairman, may I stand? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir, you can stand. 

Mr. Boyp. First I want to thank the committee for this opportunity 
to appear before you. 

I wrote the chairman the first day of this session and requested 
that we be permitted to appear before you. 

Now, my name is Roland Boyd. I am engaged in the practice of 
civil law at McKinney, Tex. 

Since October 15, 1957, I have been general counsel of the Wherry 
Housing Association. 

The Wherry Housing Association is composed of most of the own- 
ers of the 82,000 housing units located at 176 military installations 
in the United States and its possessions. 

It is a nonprofit organization. It was organized as a media for ex- 
change of information to better maintain and operate Wherry hous- 
ing. 

Now this subject of Wherry housing is so vast and complex that I 
don’t want to unduly encroach upon your time, nor do I want to 
unduly burden your written el 

I have a written statement that I would like to file. 

The CratrmMan. Without objection, the statement will be placed 
the record. 

Mr. Boyp. Thank you, sir. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF WHERRY HOUSING ASSOCIATION BEFORE THE ARMED SERVICES CoM- 
MITTEE OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, MARCH 13, 1959, By RoLAND Boyp, 
GENERAL COUNCEL 


Chairman Carl Vinson and gentlemen, my name is Roland Boyd; I live in Mc- 
Kinney, Tex., where I am engaged in the private practice of civil law. I am 
general counsel for the Wherry Housing Association. The Wherry Housing 
Association is a voluntary, nonprofit organization consisting of the owners of 
most of the 82,000 units of Wherry housing located at 176 military installations 
in the United States and its possessions. The association was originally formed 
as a media for the exchange of information and ideas to assist in the maintenance 
and operation of Wherry projects. 

On the first day of this session I wrote the chairman of this committee’ 
requesting that we be given an opportunity to appear before you. We are grate- 
ful to you for the opportunity you have given us to bring certain matters to 
your attention which vitally concern many of our members. 

I will discuss the following subjects: 

I. History and background of Wherry housing. 

II. The military and private enterprise are not compatible in the field of 
ownership and management of military housing. 

III. Construction of Capehart houses leaves the Wherry owner no choice, he 
must get out of the ownership and management of military housing. 

IV. In 1956 when you in Congress got the facts, you took prompt action. You 
refused to pass confiscatory legislation and did pass Public Law 1020. 

V. Congress has determined that it is in the best Government interest that 
Wherry housing be acquired. 

VI. There are many sound reasons for acquisition of Wherry. 

VII. Public Law 1020 (1956—84th Cong., 2d sess.) 
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VIII. In spite of penalties which Public Law 1020 places on price of Wherry 
house, experience proves that most owners will sell by negotiation rather than 
go to condemnation. 

IX. Much strife has developed between the different branches of the military 
service and Wherry owners in acquisition under condemnation. 

X. Status of Wherry acquisition as of January 22, 1959. 

XI. Experience has proven that if an acquisition program is properly admin- 
istered, from 80 to 85 percent of the property will be acquired by negotiation. 

XII. The results being produced by failure to have a uniform acquisition poli- 
¢y properly and diligently administered. 

XIII. What is happening with Wherry at the courthouse? 

XIV. What are the courts saying about the value of Wherry property? 

XV. Why is additional legislation necessary? 

XVI. What new legislation is needed? 

I. History and background of Wherry housing. In the late 1940’s the military 
had an acute housing shortage. The Congress of the United States by act of 
August 5, 1947 (10 U.S.C., sec. 1270, p. 977), authorized the Secretary of the 
Army, when he shall deem it advantageous to the Government, to lease such 
real estate to such lessees, upon such terms and conditions as in his judgment 
will promote the national defense. 

The Congress by act of August 8, 1949 Public Law 211, 81st Cong., ch. 403), 
amended the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C.A., sec. 1701 et seq.) by adding 
thereto title VIII, the military housing insurance law. This law authorized 
the Federal Housing Commissioner to insure 90 percent mortgage loans, up to 
$8,100 per unit, for family housing at military installations to relieve acute 
housing shortages; this law specifically provided that: 

“No mortgage shall be insured under this title unless the Secretary of Defense 
or his designee shall have certified to the Commissioner that the housing with 
respect to which the mortgage is made is necessary to provide adequate housing 
for such personnel; that such installation is deemed to be a permanent part of 
the Military Establishment, and that there is no present intention to substan- 
tially curtail activities at such installation.” 

In response to this demand and in accordance with this legislation a cross sec- 
tion of private industry pitched in and constructed 260 projects at 176 military 
installations, for a total of over 82,000 single family units. 

The plan for each of these houses either was approved by the military or 
was designed by military-approved architects on a $9,000 estimated cost. The 
Secretary of Defense certified that these military installations were permanent, 
that these houses were needed. The Government, acting through local gov- 
ernmental agencies, which knew local building conditions, determined according 
to the prevailing conditions, whether they were willing to issue a commitment 
to insure a mortgage for $8,000 per unit on the project, after its completion and 
acceptance. After the plans for the project had received military approval and 
the Government had issued a mortgage insurance commitment, then the owner 
had to provide interim financing. Many owners had to pledge all their other 
resources and lay themselves liable to being completely wiped out if unfore- 
seen conditions arose which they could not cope with. 

The construction of these projects was subject daily to rigid and continuous 
governmental inspection and approval. 

These 260 projects were constructed by a cross section of private American en- 
terprise. Due to experience, efficiency, luck in material and labor cost, weather, 
coupled with the owner’s control or connection with material sources, many 
were able to complete their projects for a cash outlay of less than the mortgage 
amounts. 

On the other hand, due to inexperience or bad luck in material and labor 
cost, or weather, coupled with unforeseen construction problems, many owners 
were compelled to invest substantial sums in order to complete their projects; 
others had to turn their projects over to other builders to get them completed, 
and were completely washed out by the undertaking. Most of these projects 
were completed 6 or 7 years ago. 

On completion, the owners signed a promissory note for the full mortgage 
amounts. They executed mortgages on their projects to secure these notes. 
The mortgages provide for a 32-year-plus payout. The owners have an agree- 
ment with the Government whereby they can operate these projects and rent 
these houses (some for 50 years and others for 75 years), and may expect 
to receive up to 6% percent per year earnings returns on FHA estimate of 
total replacement value. The owners have a right to expect full occupancy. 
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The great majority of these owners bound themselves in good faith and have 
tried diligently to discharge their responsibility in a clean and conscientious 
manner. I think every owner at the time he undertook his obligation in the 
matter had a dream that he could make some money on the construction and 
if he did not there, certainly on the operation of the project thereafter. 

It is an inherent characteristic with private American industry that if they 
eannot see a possible profit, they don’t enter that field. This is the foundation 
of our greatness. That is the basis of our capitalistic system. 

If you consider the 82,000 units as a group, there is no other way that the 
Government could have secured the construction as quickly and obtained as 
much house for the money as they did under this program. 

If a mistake has been made in the program, it was the turning of owner- 
ship, operation, and management of military housing over to private industry. 

II. The military and private enterprise are not compatible in the field of 
ownership and management of military housing. 

If we face the facts, we all must admit that the military and private industry 
are not compatible in the military housing field. Their primary objectives 
are different. Private industry is based on profit; without profit it perishes. 
The military are interested in having the best, happiest, most contented, and 
strongest soldier, sailor, marine, and airman possible. Some concrete examples 
of this incompatibility are as follows: 

(1) At one housing project, due to troop movements, there were many Wherry 
units vacated. The owner wanted to fill the houses immediately with other 
available approved military personnel; the commanding officer wanted to hold 
the units vacant for 2 or 3 months so as to have them available for a certain 
class of personnel which would arrive at that time. The owner was studying 
about the rents he would lose; the commanding officer was studying about 
military management. 

(2) One owner was notified that the cost of his utilities would immediately 
be increased by a substantial figure. To apply for, justify, and secure a rent 
increase will probably take several months. Therefore, he will suffer a-sub- 
stantial loss. 

(3) At one installation the military applied to Congress for 60 appropriated- 
fund houses because they were needed for personnel which were having to 
commute great distances to work, some considerably over 100 miles. The funds 
were appropriated for 30 houses, the houses built, and immediately 30 families 
were moved out of the Wherry projects into the appropriated-fund houses, 
and the people continued to commute, all to the material detriment of the 
Wherry owner. 

These are but a few examples of incompatibility. The basic strife comes 
from the fact that the miiltary must have too much if they want to continue 
to win wars; private enterprise must have too little if they want a healthy profit 
situation. The difference is inherent; it is through no fault of either. 

III. Construction of Capehart houses leaves the Wherry owner no choice. He 
must get out of the ownership and management of military housing. 

In 1956, with the exception of the 19 Wherry projects which were forced into 
default because they never had sufficient occupancy to permit a successful opera- 
tion, the big majority of projects were doing well; they were providing the 
servicemen a decent and adequate home for himself and family, at a rent he 
could afford to pay, which was much less than the same house would cost 
a civilian; the project owner was meeting his operating expenses and making 
his insurance and mortgage payments and making a reasonable profit on his 
undertaking. Except for the basic strife mentioned above, things were going 
reasonably well. Most projects had their 97 percent or above occupancy, which 
was the occupancy rate FHA had figured as necessary for most projects to 
function in a healthy manner. 

A few had less than 93 percent occupancy, which was the breaking point as 
estimated by FHA, but by 1956 most project owners had recovered from the 
shock that they had earlier suffered in seeing many projects default for lack of 
tenants. Most owners had found that by being doubly careful in the service 
they rendered their tenants they could keep their projects full in spite of the 
fact that under the law, servicemen were not required to live in Wherry houses. 

In this atmosphere the Capehart housing program got underway. Where 
Wherry had built only 82,000 units, there were to be 200,000 Capehart units 
built, and under the Capehart plan the military would manage and operate the 
houses and the servicemen would be ordered into the Capehart house. Facing 
this kind of competition for the future, the Wherry owner could see no hope, 
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other than to get out of the picture. If you had owned a 500-unit Wherry project 
which had a 95 or 96 percent ocepancy, that your houses had been built under 
the limitation of $9,000 per unit and that the project had to be maintained, the 
mortgage amortized and your profit, if any, all had to come out of the low rent 
which was set by the Government; and it was anounced that 300 units of Cape- 
hart housing was going to be built at the base where your project was located, 
that the new houses were going to be built under a $16,000-per-unit limit and 
the serviceman was going to be ordered into the new house, what would have 
been your reaction? We have no doubt that it would have been any different 
than that of the average Wherry owner. But, be that as it may, the Wherry 
owner decided he must get out of the ownership and management of military 
housing. 

About the time the Wherry owner learned what was facing him in the future 
he also learned that the military were sponsoring legislation which authorized 
acquisition of Wherry housing by the Government under a formula for price 
determination which in many instances would mean that the Wherry owner, 
not only would receive nothing for his property, but that he would have to pay 
the Government a sizable sum. 

To say that this realization alarmed the Wherry owners is indeed an under- 
statement. Prompted by the natural instinct of self-preservation, Wherry 
owners individually and collectively started calling the facts to the attention 
of the Congress. 

IV. In 1956 when you in Congress got the facts, you took prompt action. You 
refused to pass the confiscatory legislation and did pass Public Law 1020. 

When the situation was called to your attention, you, the Armed Services 
Committee of the House, and your counterpart in the Senate refused to pass the 
confiscatory provisions, and the Banking and Currency Committees of both 
Houses passed Public Law 1020. 

By refusing to pass the provisions which would have been attempting to con- 
fiscate the Wherry property, you avoided probably 10 to 20 years of litigation. 
You were recognizing provision of our Constitution as interpreted by the courts: 

The Supreme Court in the case of Hallinger v. Davis (146 U.S. 314, 36 L. Ed. 
986), says that the “due process of law” provision of the Constitution is a limita- 
tion of the power of the Government, and in the case of Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Co. v. U.S. (298 U.S. 349, 80 L. Ed. 1209) the same court says the final 
determination of what constitutes “due process of law”, is with the judiciary. 

Courts are uniform in holding that any law, whether State or Federal, which 
takes away any of the essential attributes of private property is denial of “due 
process of law” as was held in the case of Wissner v. Wissner (201. Par. (2d) 
626). The Supreme Court in the case of U.S. v. Central Pacific Railroad Co. 
(118 U.S. 245, 30 L. Ed. 173) held that where certain sections of an act of Con- 
gress, taken together constituted a contract between the United States and a 
railroad company, the contract is binding on the United States, and it cannot, 
without the consent of the company, change its terms by subsequent legislation. 

In passing Public Law 1020 Congress was recognizing that whatever rights the 
Wherry owner has were vested at the time his project was completed, accepted 
and all final papers signed. That the Government has certain contractual obliga- 
tions which are binding upon it with reference to these projects. This means 
that the military, Congress, or no one else could take these vested rights away 
from the owner without his being paid therefor. Any legislation which at- 
tempted to do this would be held to be unconstitutional. The Federal Constitu- 
tion (amendment 5—F.C.A. p. 65) provides: 

“No persons shall be * * * deprived of * * * property, without the process 
of law :” 

“* * * nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just com- 
pensation.” 

The Supreme Court in U.S. v. General Motors Corp. (89 L. Hd. 311) says that 
this amendment is addressed to every sort of interest the citizen may possess, 
and that “just compensation” means the full and perfect equivalent in money 
of the property taken, and the owner is to be put in as good position pecuniarily 
as he could have occupied if his property had not been taken. 

The court in the case of United States v. 194,717 square feet of land (60 Fed. 
Suppl 314) held a leasehold interest is independent of the fee and the owner 
thereof is vested with a right to compensation therefor. Again in the case of 
United States v. 542 acres of land (182 Fed. (2) 787) the court held that the 
owner of the lease was entitled to “market value” therefor. 
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V. Congress has determined that it is in the best Government interest that 
Wherry housing be acquired. 

Typical examples of committee reports are as follows: 

1. The Banking and Currency Committee of the House on page 18 of Report 
No. 313 (85th Cong., Ist sess., 1957) said: 

“Your committee believes strongly that Wherry housing on or adjacent to 
military bases should be owned and operated by the military department con- 
cerned.” 

2. The Armed Services Committee of the House, in Report No. 638, page 31, 
June 26, 1957, said : 

“As the Armed Services Committee pointed out last year the savings to be 
effected are so large that it would be an unreasonable man indeed who would 
deny the wisdom of embarking upon this program of purchase.” 

3. The Senate Armed Services Committee in Report No. 842, page 6, August 
S, 1957, said: 

“Recognizing that Wherry units would be in existence at military installations 
for perhaps the next 60 to 70 years and that in many instances it would be 
desirable for the military departments to purchase them, Congress enacted per- 
missive acquisition legislation in 1955.” 

4. The Senate Committee on Appropriations in Report No. 980, page 11, 
August 15, 1957, said: 

“It appears that the continued operation of these projects under the present 
conditions is excessively expensive to the Government, and that the best interest 
of the Government will be served if the military will proceed with dispatch 
and acquire these projects.” 

5. The House Committee on Appropriations in Report No. 1009, page 6, August 
6, 1957, said : 

“These owners have businesses to operate and are certainly entitled to know 
what the plans of the Government are with respect to the acquisition of these 
projects.” 

From the above, it is amply clear that Congress wants these projects acquired. 

VI. There are many sound reasons for acquisition of Wherry. 

1. It would permit reduction in rents. 

2. It would resolve problems involving local taxes. 

3. It would permit alteration and repairs to bring some units up to appro- 
priated housing standards. 

4. It would permit assignment of personnel to such units, and allow the 
military to more efficiently manage their housing establishment, in that they 
would have management and control of Wherry the same as they do old-appro- 
priated-fund housing, new-appropriated-fund housing, and Capehart housing. 
This increased efficiency would certainly aid troop morale. 

5. It would relieve fear of competition now experienced by practically all 
project owners. Owners in order to protect themselves, feel that they must 
continually be alert as the military asks for appropriated-fund housing or as 
Capehart is completed. They feel that as the number of Capehart units increases 
the military are going to favor those installations and that whether Capehart 
is at or near their location or not, their occupancy will suffer. They are dis- 
turbed by reports that Capehart has been canceled or deferred at many bases 
purely because the military did not want to acquire Wherry. 

6. It would reduce the chances of expensive litigation. Eighteen projects have 
defaulted. There are a few more which have never had sufficient occupancy. 
to make it a successful operation. Some of these owners have tremendous 
investments in money, time, and effort in these projects. Two projects have 
already filed cases in the Court of Claims; doubtless many more will in the 
future. Acquisition would eliminate this litigation. 

7. Acquisition would resolve the problems brought about by the incompatibility 
of the military and private enterprise in the management of military housing. 

8. It would resolve the difficulty most Wherry owners are having, since the 
acquisition of some projects started, in keeping capable managers and other 
key personnel. Many owners are now forced to pay sizable bonuses in addition 
to adequate salaries. 

9. It would resolve the difficulty which arises because many prospective 
tenants are refusing to move into Wherry because they have heard of acquisi- 
tion elsewhere and feel that their tenure would be temporary only. 

10. As the congressional committees have reported, it wouldibe a wise in- 
vestment for the Government to make, this is doubly so since they will be self- 
liquidating. 
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11. Military operation could eliminate many costs that the Wherry owner 
must pay. 

VII. Public Law 1020 (1956) 84th Congress, 2d session. 

Public Law 1020 created the machinery for acquiring Wherry housing; it 
provided for mandatory acquisition of Wherry at or near installations where 
Capehart housing was being constructed. It provided a formula for price deter- 
mination in negotiation. This formula as it now stands, says the price paid 
for Wherry in negotiation shall not exceed the Federal Housing Commissione’s 
estimate of the replacement cost of the project as of the date of tinal endorsement 
of the mortgage insurance, less an amount necessary to bring the project to sound 
physical condition. 

This formula for price determination clearly places a limit on the price pai(d 
in negotiation much below the fair cash market value of the project as of the 
date the Government takes the property if the taking is accomplished by con- 
demnation in the following respects : 

(1) The ceiling on the formula price is as of the date of final endorsement of 
the mortgage insurance. This date was probably in 1951 or 1952. Building cost 
has advanced on national average over 20 percent since these dates, yet under 
the law, the Government cannot take into account this enhancement. 

(2) The law limits the amount to the Commissioner’s estimate of replace- 
ment cost, as of final endorsement for mortgage insurance. The only estimate 
the Commissioner ever made of the replacement cost was in the project analysis, 
before construction ever started, and in most instances this was from 1 to 3 
years before the mortgage insurance was endorsed, which was after completion 
of the project. Building costs were advancing all during this time, yet the 
owner is deprived of this amount. Also, in many instances during construction 
many difficulties arose, which were not anticipated by the Commissioner, before 
the project was started. These added much to the cost. In some instances this 
amounted to over a million dollars. The Commissioner’s estimate does not 
reflect these increased costs. This is a further penalty of the owner. 

The Wherry owner understandably feels that he is entitled to the market 
value of his house as of the day it is taken and not as of 6 or 8 years before. 
If the Government were taking the house the owner lives in, certainly they would 
pay the value when it is taken. Certainly the same principle should apply to 
the Wherry house; they are both private property; the same words in the 
Constitution apply to both. 

VIII. In spite of penalties which Public Law 1020 places on price of Wherry 
house, experience proves that most owners will sell by negotiation rather than 
by. condemnation. 

In 1958 one branch of the military service announced a policy of acquisition of 
all Wherry housing located at their bases. For two sessions, Congress had made 
it evident that they wanted this done. The other two branches of the service 
have demonstrated very little progress in acquisition of Wherry, and practically 
all this progress has been not by negotiation but rather by condemnation. 

IX. Much strife has developed between the different branches of the military 
service and Wherry owners in acquisition under condemnation. 

1. Public Law 1020 gave the military the choice of acquiring the Wherry 
corporation by a stock purchase or by buying the housing asset only. If the 
stock of the corporation was purchased, the purchasers usually own all the cor- 
poration’s assets, including reserve for replacement funds, ete. But the Army 
chose to purchase the housing assets only and not the stock and in many instances 
have tried to get the reserve replacements, which clearly belongs to the cor- 
poration. 

2. Wherry owners have been offered, through messengers, with no opportunity 
to negotiate, say $1,174.50 per housing unit for their property for which their 
appraisers had told them was worth twice that amount, and when the offer was 
rejected, condemnation would be filed and the military and/or Justice Depart- 
ment would cause $335.57 per housing unit to be deposited in court as just 
compensation for their property. Then their property would be taken over, 
their income stopped, with refusal to release reserves for replacements, followed 
by months upon months of worry, heavy legal expense, travel, appraisal ex- 
pense, on a crowded court calendar, with the prospect that when the case is 
finally reached and tried, both sides probably will appeal. The atmosphere is 
such that these Wherry owners can see no,end to their task, expense, and strife. 

3. Many Wherry owners whose cases are in condemnation have been called 
on by agents of the FBI for permission to check their books and records. The 
owner and his attorney hesitate not to open their books to them. Some that 
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have, have had the agents stay in their offices for weeks. This is embarrassing 
to them and to their employees. Since the case is in court and the only question 
which the court is concerned with is present-day value of the property, they 
feel that this is not justified. I believe any impartial disinterested person would 
have the same reaction. 

4. Wherry owners who are not in the mandatory category know the military 
needs additional housing. They know that much is being built now and that 
more is planned. They feel that, say 1 or 2 years from now, when much of this. 
new needed housing is built at installations other than theirs, the military will 
favor the installations with new housing and that their occupancy will go below 
the breaking point. 

X. Status of Wherry acquisition as of January 22, 1959: 





Total number Projects Projects Projects still 
projects built acquired by placed in owned by private 
Branch of service negotiation condemnation enterprise 





Number} Per- | Number| Per- | Number| Per- | Number! Per- 
cent cent cent cent 





100 68 19 13 
100 5 32 d 63 
100 19 11 70 





100 31 21 48 





























The Wherry owner is not out of the picture as long as his project is in con- 
demnation. Therefore, the owners of 95 percent of the Army projects and 
81 percent of the Navy projects are still involved, after three long hard and ex- 
pensive years of trying to get out. 

The Air Force have gotten 68 percent of their project owners out of the 
dilemma without resort to court, the Army only 5 percent and the Navy only 19 
percent. 

The Air Force have either acquired by negotiation or placed in condemnation 
87 percent of their projects, the Army only 37 percent, and the Navy only 30 per- 
cent. 

Based on experience from passage of Public Law 1020 until February 1, 
1959, it will take the Air Force only 4 months to complete acquisition ; it will take 
the Army 4 more years and the Navy 8 more years. 

If the pattern heretofore established continues, when acquisition is completed, 
the Air Force will have acquired 78 percent of their projects by negotiation, the 
Army 15 percent of theirs, and the Navy 64 percent of theirs. 

XI. Experience has proven that if an acquisition program is properly admin- 
istered, from 80 to 85 percent of the property will be acquired by negotiation. 

In the field of eminent domain, that is the acquisition of private property for 
a public purpose, I know of no agency on earth that is better qualified and has. 
a more enviable record for fair and honorable dealings than the U.S. Army, 
Corps of Engineers. I have opposed them many times in the courtroom. I 
always found them to be able and diligent. In looking for standards to measure 
programs by, I don’t believe you will find any any more reliable than theirs. 
The “Real Property Appraiser’s Handbook—U.S. Army, Corps of Engineers— 
October, 1955” on page 4 says: 

“An owner, if he wishes, for any reason, has every right, without prejudice, 
to have his land price fixed by judicial determination by the U.S. Federal court 
in condemnation proceedings. In a project of hundreds of tracts, for exam- 
ple, if 95 to 100 percent of those with merchantable title were optioned through 
negotiations, the high percentage might indicate the probability of the apprais- 
als being too high. In such an example, in the neighborhood of 80 to 85 percent 
optioning by negotiation may be considered more nearly to reflect the average 
general public acceptance of a sound appraisal program reflecting, in the full 
sense of the term, fair market values as of dates of takings.” 

If the pattern heretofore established continues, not a single branch of the 
military service will have come up to the standards set by the Army as being a 
proper administration of an acquisition program. 

XII. The results being produced by failure to have a uniform acquisition pol- 
icy properly and diligently administered. 
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1. The attitude of the Government in not seriously attempting to settle by 
negotiation and filing condemnation is causing both sides to spend tremendous 
sums of money on appraisal fees, attorney’s fees, travel, court cost, court re- 
Porta ete. It has been estimated that some Wherry trials are costing over 

100,000. 

2. The Government are having to pay out tremendous usms of money on in- 
terest due to their rigid policy of making ridiculously low offers and deposits 
into court. The law compels that the owner receive 6 percent interest on the 
difference between the deposit and the amount he ultimately receives. In one 
instance this interest amounts to $200 per day, and apparently the Government 
will have to pay this for more than an entire year which has already passed and 
1 or 2 years in the future. 

3. Many owners, where their project is their only asset, are in such weakened 
financial condition, due to the manner in which the Government controls their 
tenants or lack of tenants, their rents, and their houses, that they cannot 
marshal enough financial strength to go into the kind of legal war that appar- 
ently is necessary. Therefore, they cannot negotiate from a strong position. As 
a result, they must take what they are offered, regardless of how ridiculous the 
figure might be. 

4. Many builders who have projects in one branch of the service, who have 
lived up to their obligations earnestly and honestly, have seen one branch of 
the service pay $2,000 per unit for equities in houses which are comparable to 
theirs and then be offered $500 per unit for theirs. Owners, in this same cate- 
gory, who through no fault of their own, cannot protect themselves in court, 
see courts say that a house that is comparable to theirs is worth $2,100 or 
$2,600 per unit equity. 

5. Owners, some of whom are second- and third-generation builders, know 
that it is basic in determining the value of a building, if the building is well 
adapted to the real estate, to determine that value by figuring present day 
replacement cost and then subtracting depreciation from it, are upset when 
they hear and see the Government take the position that they own nothing 
except “right to income,’ when they and their wife signed notes to get the 
money to build the houses, many investing large sums of money in projects, they 
signed mortgages on the houses to secure the repayment, they have the right to 
remove the hoyses at the end of the lease, they have the responsibility to 
operate and maintain the house, and some of them even own the land in fee 
simple. Since the Government controls the income, they feel that the situation 
is analogous to the child who shot his mother and father and then plead for 
mercy because he was an orphan. 

XIII. What is happening with Wherry at the courthouse? 

1. Two Federal courts have found that the Federal Government was not 
acting in good faith with reference to the deposits that were put up when the 
property was taken over. One court has entered judgment ordering the prop- 
erty turned back to the owner and the Government to account to the owner for 
rents and revenues on the project for many months. When this type of pro- 
cedure was called to the attention of Congress last session, they passed 
H.R. 3368, which would protect the owner of private property if the Federal 
court found the Government was not acting in good faith. This legislation was 
vetoed. 

2. There is still considerable litigation concerning section 511 (the ad 
valorem tax section) of Public Law 1020. It will be recalled that the Supreme 
Court in the spring of 1956 in the Offutt case ruled that Wherry was subject 
to ad valorem taxes, so Congress put in this section allowing credit off for 
services rendered by the project and installation which was usually paid for 
with ad valorem taxes. Many States refuse to recognize the constitutionality 
of this law and much litigation has ensued. 

3. One case has been filed in Federal court alleging the military installation 
deliberately prevented their personnel from living in the Wherry project. Ac- 
cording to our last information the ease was still pending. 

4. Two Wherry cases have already been filed in the Court of Claims and 
apparently several more will go there in the future. 

5. Six Wherry condemnation cases have reached the point of trial court price 
determination. 

XIV. What are the courts saying about the value of Wherry property? 

Six Wherry condemnation cases have proceeded to the point that they have 
trial court determination of value. One of these cases was tried before a judge, 
it resulted in an amount very near what the formula in Public Law 1020 would 





1445 


have given. Three more were tried before commissioners, one determined the 
price to be at approximately the formula and the other two determined it to 
be several hundred dollars above. Two cases have been tried before juries, one 
set the price at many hundred dollars above the formula price and the other 
at a figure approximately $200 below the formula. To summarize results of the 
six trials, five gave formula or above and only one determined the price to be 
below formula, and even this price, although below the formula, apparently was 
above the highest offer in negotiation. So it appears at this time, based on 
experience to date, that if Wherry wants to hazard the journey, she can pro- 
ceed to trial with fair assurance that the odds are decidedly in her favor of 
getting more than the formula. 
To summarize results of trials to date: 





Equity 
Installation Mode of trial Approximate date — 
unit 





. Chanute Gardens, Ill May 1958 $1, 193. 00 
. Fort Benning, Ga Jury October 1958..........| 2,714.35 
. Buena Vista Homes, N. Mex | ee 1958, 1, 872. 34 
. Redstone ' rsenal, / la a .-do 2, 186. 

. Fairfield Gardens, Calif. 1, 275. 51 
. Quintard Terrace Apartments, Ala 1, 832. 00 














XV. Why is additional legislation necessary? 

If the three branches of the military service were following a uniform policy 
in administering Public Law 1020, new legislation would not be necessary. But 
they are not. 

XVI. What new legislation is needed? 

At an official meeting of the Wherry Housing Association held in January 
of this year a resolution was passed without a dissenting vote requesting the 
86th Congress to pass legislation which will accomplish expeditious and just 
acquisition and the following recommendations were made: 

1. Provide for accelerated mandatory acquisition of all Wherry housing 
projects. 

2. Clarify the law to make it possible to negotiate to a fair settlement. 

3. Provide, where trials are necessary, for expeditious determination of “just 
compensation.” 

4. Provide for adequate consideration of today’s replacement cost in deter- 
mining “just compensation.” 

We sincerely hope this committee can assist us in getting out of the field 
of ownership and management of military housing. 

Mr. Boyp. I would like to make a brief oral statement. 

Then I would like to invite any questions any of the committee 
might wish. 

I would like to read a list of a few subjects, and if any of the 
committee are interested in any of those phases, why then we can 
discuss it. 

To briefly summarize. At the invitation of the United States, a 
cross section of free American enterprise built these 82,000 houses. 
We built them where the United States told us to. We built them 
in the numbers that they said build them. We built them the way 
they said to build them. 

Now at the time we performed, our members performed their end 
of the bargain, their rights became vested. 

The C onstitution of the United States protects those rights. They 
were the owners of that property. 

Now in 1955 the Congress decided that the Government should own 
those houses, and legislation authorizing their acquisition was passed, 
but no houses were bought.. 
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You passed legislation authorizing the acquisition of them by the 
Government. In 1956 the Capehart program was beginning to get 
underway. tert 

At that time the Wherry owner saw the handwriting on the wall. 
He had to get out of the picture. He is private enterprise. He 
wanted to get out whole. It is just human nature. He wanted to 
get out in the best shape that he could. 

And ever since then he has wanted to get out of military housing. 

He feels there is an inherent incompatibility between private en- 
terprise and the military in the ownership and management of mili- 
tary housing. He doesn’t say that it is the fault of the military. 
But the object of the military is to win a war. Now private enter- 

rise’s object has to be to make a profit. If it doesn’t make a profit, 
it is going to perish. 

Well, you take those two situations. It is an incompatability that 
demonstrates itself in many particulars. 

We think the only thing we can do is just get out of the picture. 

Now in 1957, after Public Law 1020 had been passed in 1956, 
which provided machinery for getting Wherry housing out of the 
field, then this committee looked into the situation and in Report 
638, on page 31, which was filed June 26, 1957, this committee said— 
and I quote: 


As the Armed Services Committee pointed out last year, the savings to be ef- 
fected are so large that it would be an unreasonable man indeed who would 
deny the wisdom of embarking on this program of purchase. 


Now that was in 1957. At another place in the report, in 1957, 


this committee said: 


A few Wherry projects have been acquired. The committee, however, has not 
been impressed with the progress so far. The reasons given for the small 
number of Wherry acquisitions is that the program presents novel and com- 
plex problems, not previously faced, in the acquisition of property. 

The committee is aware that this is the case. However, it believes that all 
of these problems should have been faced and solved by this time, and it ex- 
pects aggressive action by the three military departments to acquire as many 
Wherry housing projects as possible and to do so as quickly as it can be 
done. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Boyd, would it interrupt your line 
of thought if I asked you—the law as I understand today requires 
where we have Capehart houses and a Wherry unit is there, to 
acquire the Wherry unit before the Capehart house can be built! 

Mr. Boyp. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Would you tell me now—there is nothing in this 
bill relating to Wherry houses. 

Now is the view of your organization that those Wherry houses 
that are at places where Capehart houses are not built—they should 
now be acquired by the departments? 

Mr. Boyp. This is the way we look at that situation, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Now about 6 years ago when most Wherry were built, they were built 
at the bases that were supposed to be the permanent bases. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Boyp. All right. 

Now, we look at the situation this way. We planned on 97 
percent occupancy. 93 percent occupancy is our breaking point. 





1447 


We know—we have had several years’ experience. We know 
proper military management of a housing project many times will 
dictate 830 percent vacancy for maybe 4 or 5 months. We can’t live 
under that kind of a situation. ; 

We know that with the 90,000 Capehart units that are being con- 
structed at the present time, whether they put them at our bases or 
not—we know that they are going to hurt our occupancy. 

We also know that Capehart projects are now being located at 
bases where there is no erry because they don’t want to acquire 
Wherry. 

So you have a situation of the bases that 6 years ago were sup- 

osed to be the permanent bases where now you have a new set of 
lait so far as housing is concerned that in many instances that is 
different from those just 6 years ago. 

It looks to us like that since the Goverment has insured these mort- 
gages, that they should own the Wherry house and if they need addi- 
tional housing it would be better to put it at those same bases. Be- 
cause the Government is insuring the mortgage on Capehart also. 

Now with the split and the division in the picture now 

The Cuairman. Judging from that statement, then, in following 
what is running through my mind, the position, then, of the Wherry 
housing people would be for the Government to acquire all of the 
remaining Wherry houses? 

Mr. Boyp. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. That is it exactly. 

Now can you briefly tell the committee how many units there are? 

Mr. Boyp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Thisis to clean them all up. 

Mr. Boyp. This is the status as of January 22, 1959. 

The Air Force originally had 62 projects. They have acquired 42 
of them by negotiation. They placed 12 of them in condemnation; 
8 of them remain in private hands. 

The Cuatrman. Then, as far as the Air Force is concerned, there 
is only eight groups of units of Wherry houses ? 

Mr. Boyp. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now take the Army. 

Mr. Boyp. All right. The Army originally had 56 projects. They 
have acquired only three by negotiation. They had placed 18 in 
condemnation. 

Mr. Bennerr. You mean by that that they are condemning to ac- 
quire title, or do you mean hey are condemning them in the sense 
they are going to destroy it? 

Mr. Boyp. They condemn to acquire title. 

Mr. Rivers. Acquire title. 

Mr. Boyp. They have 35 projects that are still in private hands. 

The Navy originally hed 64 projects. They have acquired 12 by 
negotiation. ‘They have placed 7 in condemnation, and 45 remain in 
private hands. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask a question right there? 

The Cuarrman. What was that last figure down there? I can’t see 
it. Isthat 88 or 68? 

Mr. Keutener. Eighty-eight, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. Then the committee can understand there are 88 
units, 88 projects—— 

Mr. Duruam. Groups. 

The Cuarrman. Groups. How many units is in that 88 projects? 

Mr. Boyp. I don’t have that figure with me. 

The Cuarrman. I wish you would put that into the record. That 
would give that picture. 


McKinney, Tex., March 13, 1959. 
Re my testimony before your committee today, Friday, March 13, 1959. 
Mr. CARL VINSON, 
Chairman, Armed Services Committee, House of Representatives, Old House 
Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Deak Mr. CHAIRMAN: In response to your request, I furnish you herewith 
the per unit breakdown of the present status of Wherry acquisition as of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1959, which is as follows, to wit: 





Total Units Units Units still 
number acquired placed in owned by 
units by condem- private 

built negotiation nation enterprise 


Branch of service 


(a) (0) (c) (@d) 





Air Force... = 37, 103 23, 000 8, 515 5, 588 
22, 236 2, 900 11, 509 7, 827 
24, 503 5, 555 2, 832 16, 116 


Total...-. r 83, 842 31, 855 22, 456 29, 531 





























It will be noted from the above table that of the original 83,842 units, the 
owners of only 31,855 units are out of the picture (col. B above). The owners 
of 22,456 (col. C above) units which are in condemnation have had title to their 
projects taken by the United States. Their income has been stopped but none 
of these cases have been finally settled; very few of them have ever reached 
the trial stage; many of them cannot be tried within the next 12 to 18 months. 
The indications are that the ones which have already been tried will all be 
appealed. This will require an additional period of from 18 months to 3 years. 

It has been 4 years since the first law authorizing the acquisition of Wherry 
housing was passed and even after 4 years the owners of 51,987 units are still 
very much involved in the Wherry dilemma. 

Thank you for your many courtesies. 

Very truly yours, 
RoLanp Bown, Attorney at Law. 


Mr. Rivers. May I ask a question—— 

Mr. Arenps. Could I ask you a question right there. Take the 
Army figure of 35, which still remains in private hands. How many 
of those would be in the category of what you mentioned a moment 
ago, of places where there are lessening requirements for units? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Arenps. How many of those 35 installations are we cutting 
down on requirement ? 

Mr. Boyp. I couldn’t answer that question. But the Army has said 
to our people that we need Capehart at such and such a place, but we 
can’t build it because there is a Wherry there. 

The Cuarrman. Well, what Mr. Arends—you said just a while ago 
that 93 percent occupancy was the breaking point, or some percent 
was the breaking opint. Now, haw many in the Army, of the 35, are 
below the breaking point ? 

Mr. Boyp. I would imagine that there are very few right now. 

But you take when 90,000 Capehart units are occupied, we don’t 
know what the situation will be. 
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We think it is human nature for the Army, the Navy, and the Air 
Force to favor the base that has the best house. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, can you answer that? We studied 
this somewhat. 

Mr. Ketiever. In response to your previous question as to how 
many units are involved, Mr. Bryant dealt with that in his statement. 
I will read it if you like. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Keviener [reading]: 

The Office of the Secretary of Defense has taken action to bring increased 
uniformity into the administration of Wherry acquisition program by the mili- 
tary departments. Acquisitions have continued at a reasonable pace and as of 
December 31, 1958, covered over half of the program, 53,776 units out of 83,727. 

These were divided as follows: The Army has acquired 14,009. 

The Navy, 8,387. 

The Air Force, 31,380. 

In addition to the above, the Army plans to acquire 2,443 units and the Navy 
4,152 units, prior to the end of fiscal 1959, for a new total of acquired houses 
of 60,371. 

Mr. Rivers. Out of 88? 

Mr. Ketiener. Out of 83. 

Mr. Rivers. So they have 23,000 remaining? 

Mr. Boyp. May I make this statement—— 

Mr. Smart. Twenty-seven. 

Mr. Boyp. They are calling the ones in condemnation and the ones 
acquired by negotiation as all having been acquired. Now, the way 
we have to look at it: We are not out as long as we face a 3- or 4- or 5- 
year court battle. 

Mr. Rivers. At that point—that is correct. Because whenever they 
go to put their money in the court and they make a declaration of 
taking, so far as the military is concerned, that is a question for the 
Department of Justice. 

Mr. Boyp. That is correct, sir. j 

Mr. Rivers. So really there isn’t anything we can do about that. 
Thatis the law now, of condemnation. 

Mr. Boyp. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. So the only thing we could do is address ourselves, Mr. 
Chairman, if you please, to the remaining, which are in the neighbor- 
hood of 23,000. Isn’t that correct, sir? 

Mr. Boyp. That is correct. But now this is, we think, the pattern 
they are following in condemnation. 

They are making ridiculously low deposits. 

im as had his project appraised by the best appraiser he can get 
and—— 

Mr. Rivers. You mean in condemnation ? 

Mr. Boyp. Then he turns down that offer because his appraisal is 
much more. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Boyd—— 

Mr. Boyp. In place of depositing that offer, they come in and de- 
posit just a small fractional part of what they had offered him. 

Mr. Rivers. Whatever the minimum is that the law requires. 

Mr. Boyp. Beg your pardon? 

Mr. Rivers. I say whatever the minimum the law requires. They 
can do that. 

Mr. Boyp. Well, it says their estimate of just compensation. 
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Well, down in Virginia, the Federal court down there in one case 
has said that they were not acting in good faith the way they handled 
it, and they have entered an erst telling them to give the project 
back to the owner and account to him for the rents, for over a year. 

Mr. Rivers. I say that is when you come to ultimate trial. 

The Cnamman. Then as I understand what is running through 
your mind and that of your organization : You would like for the Gov- 
ernment to acquire the remaining 88 projects and get the Wherry 
people completely out of the picture? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir; that is exactly right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, I find svelte in complete accord with reach- 
ing a positive decision on it. 

Vow, don’t you think the right way to approach it would be to have 
a full-dress inquiry and go into this matter in detail and set up a 
hearing and accord you people and the Department an opportunity 
to reach a decision as to whether or not the Government should acquire 
all at this time and get completely out of it? 

Personally, I am always confused because we have the Wherry 
houses and the direct appropriation houses and the Capehart houses. 

I can’t carry more than one thing at a time in my mind. 

So I personally would like to get rid of all these Wherry houses as 
quickly as cotati, 

Now, if it meets with your views—while there is nothing in this 
bill relating to it—why not let’s reach an agreement to have a hearing 
on this important subject at some day in the next 30 or 40 days. 

(Mr. Boyd nods.) 

The Cuarrman. Now when we finish this bill today—next week, we 
will practically have finished everything that the Department has sent 
up for the committee to inquire into. There are hundreds and hun- 
dreds of bills here, but I am talking about the Department bills. We 
should go into this matter and I will be glad to try to set a date in 
April or the 1st of May for you people to come in and let the commit- 
tee wind this thing up. 

Mr. Kilday, what te you think about that suggestion ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, I think that is correct. I have been reading 
Mr. Boyd’s statement. On the last page of it he has four specific 
recommendations. 

Mr. Boyp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. I thought it might be useful this morning if he could 
just very briefly outline what he has in mind on those four. 

The Cuarrman. Good. I haven’t read his statement, but that is a 
good suggestion. Oh, yes; here they are. 

Rea new legislation is needed? Go right ahead on that page 
there. 

Mr. Boyp. This is part of a resolution, or the last paragraph of a 
resolution, passed by the Wherry Housing Association in the last 
membership meeting. 

It was here in the District. The meeting was held in January. The 
recommendations were: 

1. Provide for accelerated mandatory acquisition of all Wherry 
housing projects. 

2. Clarify the law to make it possible to negotiate to a fair settle- 
ment. 
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3. Provide, where trials are necessary, for expeditious determina- 
tion of “just compensation.” 

4. Provide for adequate consideration of today’s replacement cost 
in determining just compensation. 

The Cuarrman. Now I think, members of the committee, we should 
hear this matter. And we will reach a decision as to whether we hear 
it by the full committee or a special committee. I will try to set up 
a date sometime in April on the 1st of May for you people to present 
your case. 

Mr. Boyp. Well, that would be mighty fine, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Boyp. May I say this one other thing before I close ? 

This chart right here: Additional time needed to get private en- 
terprise out of the ownership of the military housing field based on 
progress made from passage of Public Law 1020 until February 1, 
1959. At the rate they are going, it will take the Air Force 4.5 months 
to finish. It will take the Army 4.2 years. It will take the Navy 8.9 
years. That is based on the rate of progress that they have shown 
since the law was passed. That is the reason that we say we have to 
have additional legislation to get it accomplished. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I say this, since Mr. Kilday has 
brought up those four points ? 

And I am impressed—I want to tell Mr. Boyd I am impressed with 
your problem and I would like to help you. 

I just want to ask you this. Iam not certain we would have juris- 
diction to change the basic condemnation law. I know we would 
have jurisdiction over the action of the military in getting started and 
making greater progress. But would we have jurisdiction on the 
basic law of condemnation ? 

Mr. Boyp. There are certain things that you could change. There 
are other things that go back to the Constitution that you couldn’t. 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about another committee. 

The CuarrMan. We can go into that and see about that. I think, 
members of the committee, this would be a proper way to handle this 
matter. 

Thank you, Mr. Boyd. I will talk to you and we will try to agree 
on a date that is agreeable to you gentlemen. 

Mr. Boyp. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Mr. Ketirner. May I insert Mr. Carmack’s statement at this point ? 

(The material referred to above is as follows :) 


STATEMENT oF E. W. CarMACK, MURFREESBORO, TENN. 


To the Honorable Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: 


I am E. W. Carmack, of Murfreesboro, Tenn. I was, at the time of the tak- 
ing of its physical properties through condemnation by Government, president 
of Stones River Homes, Inc., owner of 600 housing units of brick construction, 
erected off base but near—and for the benefit of—the personnel of Sewart Air 
Force Base, near Smyrna, Tenn., between Murfreesboro and Nashville. 

I appreciate the opportunity to present to this committee—I think for the 
first time by anyone—the case of a particular group of Wherry housing owners 
which has suffered undue and exceptional hardships in the acquisition of its 
properties. I wish to present the case (a) of those Wherry owners which 
owned their projects in fee simple, which were constructed off base on lands 
acquired by the owners, as distinguished from the majority of such projects, 
constructed on base, on Government-owned land, leased to the owners at a 
nominal annual rental. We are few—I think only nine. I am advised that 
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both the committee and the Defense Department recognize that we were over- 
looked in establishing the negotiation formula for acquisition of Wherries. 
(b) I also present the case of those Wherry owners who did not enjoy large 
FHA evaluations upon application for FHA insurance—in other words, those 
who did not have the so-called windfalls, as I understand the meaning of that 
term. Stones River Homes is such a case. 

I am glad to follow the clear and able presentation of Attorney Roland Boyd. 
We are in no wise in conflict. On the contrary, it has been suggested that I can 
present a clear case in point; exemplifying and amplifying three of the sug- 
gestions that he has presented; and also presenting a case exhibiting the mani- 
fold hardships devolving upon Wherry owners because of the attitudes and 
actions of the acquiring authorities. Mr. Boyd spoke mainly in the general. 
I speak chiefly in the particular; bearing witness to statements of Mr. Boyd. 

Up to the time of the pending taking of our property there had been no 
conflict between the Air Force and Stones River Homes. In the 5 years of 
our operation, I think the base had never made a complaint. One of the base 
commanders stated to me and others that he had seen almost all the Wherry 
projects serving airbases; that we were the best maintained and managed, 
and one of the best located and constructed that he had ever seen. We had 
never asked an increase in our fixed rents, although we were some 20 percent 
under the average rental in our immediate area. I am informed that the 
average rental allowance of our renters exceeded by well over $100 a year 
payments made for rent, heat, water, and lights. By efficient management and 
personal supervision we were realizing a very substantial return. When 87 
Capeharts were built on land taken from us adjoining Stones River Homes we 
were not greatly distressed and did not wish to sell. We were told by high 
officers that they regretted the mandatory provision that compelled the acqui- 
sition of our property because of the strong morale factor involved. It was 
certainly a case of tail wagging dog to require the acquisition of 600 Wherry 
units because of the construction of 87 Capeharts. I understand that the pro- 
portion of Capeharts to Wherries in this case is less than anywhere. 

When I was called to Washington to discuss the negotiated acquisition I 
was told that Stones River Homes was one of the best of the Wherry projects. 


This was expressed later to Attorney Jordan Stokes III, of Nashville, Tenn. 
I do not wish to unduly burden the record; so I herewith deliver this state- 
ment in writing to the committee counsel. 


“AFFIDAVIT OF JORDAN STOKES III 
“STATE OF TENNESSEE, 
“County of Davidson: 
: hia Jordan Stokes III, attorney for Stones River Homes, Inc., make oath as 
OlLOWS: 

“Sometime during the last part of 1957 or the early part of 1958, I went to 
Washington and met with Lt. Col. Eri. H. Richardson, USAF, Deputy Chief, 
Special Projects Group, Family Housing Division, Deputy Director of Installa- 
tions for Facilities Support, Directorate of Installations, Deputy Chief of Staff, 
Operations. I was endeavoring to commence negotiations for an out-of-court 
settlement of civil action No, 2453, which is the number of the condemnation 
suit filed by the U.S. Government against the property of Stones River Homes, 
Ine., at Sewart Air Force Base, near Smyrna, Tenn. I had called Colonel 
Richardson on November 14, 1957, suggesting that negotiations be initiated or 
renewed, looking to an out-of-court settlement, and Colonel Richardson had 
informed me that the proper procedure was to take the matter up with the 
district attorney, which I did by letter of November 14, 1957. Colonel Richard- 
son had said that after I took it up with the Department of Justice, the Depart- 
ment would then communicate with the Air Force Wherry Acquisition Association 
to determine the basis for negotiation. 

“After I wrote Mr. Elledge, I talked to him further, and he suggested that I 
go over to Washington and talk to Mr. Luttrell. I went to Washington, and 
it is my recollection that Mr. Luttrell was out of the city, and I talked to his 
assistant, who told me that the Air Force had nothing further to do with the 
lawsuit as the matter was now in the hands of the Department of Justice, 
which Department would make up its own appraisals and conduct its own 
negotiations. 

“After leaving the Department of Justice, I went out by cab to the outskirts 
of Washington to see Colonel Richardson. I told him what I had learned at 
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the Department of Justice, and I also told him that I hoped that he could help 
me get the matter adjusted. He said that he understood Mr. Carmack’s position. 
He further stated that he knew Mr. Carmack had given personal attention to the 
operation of Stones River Homes, Inc., in the same manner as some shipowning 
family, I believe in New York, had given to another Wherry project, and that 
as a result of the personal attention, the two projects, Stones River Homes, Inc., 
and the project owned by the New York family, the address of which I do not 
recall, were among the best of the Wherrys. 

“Colonel Richardson said that there was nothing he could do unless the 
Department of Justice got in touch with him and our conversation was soon 
terminated. 

“T never talked to Colonel Richardson again, but I did talk to Lt. Col. James B. 
Porter, Chief of the Wherry Acquisition Group, on a latter date. 


“JorDAN Strokes III. 
“Sworn to and subscribed before me this January 30, 1959. 


[SEAL] “ANNIE RutH MILLIKEN, 
“Notary Public.” 
“My commission expires January 20, 1960.” 


I was informed by the appointed negotiators of the Defense Department that 
they realized, under the congressional formula, that adequate compensation 
could not be offered us. This formula limited the offer mainly to what FHA 
Commissioner reported to be the value at the time of the final endorsement for 
mortgage insurance—some 414 years before the acquisition—less an estimated 
sum to place property in state of good repair. Those of us who had a com- 
paratively low evaluation from FHA—and some of us did not seek a high 
evaluation—were thus handicapped at the outset. In addition to the required 
equity investment established by FHA, some of us (Stones River Homes among 
them) invested considerable other funds. Being led to believe that we had a 
longtime investment serving a permanent base, and owning our property in fee 
simple, the company or the owners of its stock (aside from required working 
capital) expended sums in enhancement of the physical plant. For instance, 
Stones River Homes provided a store for the convenience of our renters; reno- 
vated a farmhouse, providing two semibaths and sewerage; provided a 12-acre 
tract adjoining the project which was donated to the county to induce the 
building of a large, modern school there. We built a dead-end street to the 
school so that the children could ride there safely on their bicycles. We gave 
funds for the establishment of playgrounds. We provided several other con- 
veniences and benefits such as a water softener. All these costs and enhance- 
ments accruing to the property taken from us were not considered in arriving 
at what could be paid us under the formula. All this tended to keep our hous- 
ing in demand, almost always with a considerable waiting list. Through the 
press and otherwise I am informed that the proportionate reenlistment at 
Sewart Air Force Base was the highest in that command. 

The Defense Department representatives appointed to negotiate with us sug- 
gested that, in view of the limitations of the formula, a “friendly condemna- 
tion” be filed; that then, being out from under the formula, they would be in 
position to consider the real values of the property and pay considerably more. 
However, we were offered in writing some $773,000. I asked time to consider 
and find the value of our property. When I returned to Washington upon ap- 
pointment I was informed immediately that this offer would have to be with- 
drawn because counsel had advised them that there was ambiguity in the 
congressional act relative to the depreciation factor. I was later given another 
offer of some $628,000 (in writing) ; again being told that they did not expect 
me to accept it as they knew it was well under its value and again suggesting 
“friendly condemnation.” Shortly thereafter the Congress made even clearer 
that the depreciation factor was to be based on an estimate of what would be 
required to place the property in an immediate state of good repair. I then 
asked to negotiate further, this having been clarified since my last discussion. 
I was informed both by letters and by phone to delay my return to Washington 
until they notified me they were ready. Still later I was informed that their 
representative would come to Stones River Homes and look at the property and 
negotiate with us there. Suddenly, on or about November 1, 1957, I received a 
letter notifying me that Defense Department would proceed to condemn as of 
that morning, which it did. I was anxious to determine what was the utmost I 
could be offered under the formula—since I had been told that they recognized 
this to be less than the worth of the property. Even though this might be less, 
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we might deem it advisable to accept it rather than go through the long delay, 
great expense, and harassment of a court proceeding, never having known a 
friendly condemnation. I was prevented from ever negotiating—in spite of 
letters and telephonic promises after the Congress made the clarification I had 
referred to. I have exhibited originals and delivered photostats of letters from 
Air Force, copies of my letters to Air Force, and herewith deliver statement by 
my secretary as to telephone conversations with Air Force and Defense Depart- 
ment representatives, made at the time. These support the statements 1 have 
made. Last year I asked a member of this committee to require the file of our 
matters from the Defense Department. I am told that when the file was sub- 
mitted, it was denuded of all correspondence. An attorney, guilty of such 
diminution of the record, would stand in a court’s contempt. I have supplied 
this missing evidence. I do not consider that the misleading statements made 
to me, preventing my coming to Washington about the matter, constitute a fair 
effort to negotiate with us prior to conaemnation, as required by the congres- 
sional act. 

We then attempted to fall back upon the suggested idea of “friendly condem- 
nation.” We soon found there was nothing to this. Justice Department promptly 
informed us to this effect: that Defense Department ana Air k'orce would 
not be allowed to negotiate; that ail the negotiations woulu be by anu throusi 
Justice. We were preemptorily informed that we had better have taken what- 
ever we had been oifered as we could not expect to get it there. We inquired if 
Justice had seen the appraisals of the Defense Department. We were informed 
that Justice was not bound by them nor interested in them. We asked if t-ey 
had any figures on replacement value. We were informed that Justice had no 
interest in this; that we might have spent $20 milion builuing somethi:g in the 
Sahara Desert which might have no value to the general public. It was in vain 
to point out that wherever we constructed a project it was at the convenience 
of the Defense Department—whether built in the Sahara or wherever; that 
Government had acquired Capeharts in the same vicinity and evidently felt that 
our project was of value because it was acquiring ours against our wish and will. 
We then inquired if Justice had compared the values of our project with others 
(most of them constructed on leaseholds on Government land). We were in- 
formed that Justice had not; that Defense Department might have paid too 
much for them. We then inquired if Justice had looked at our financial state- 
ments reflecting our profitable operation. We were informed that it ha? not. 
Being mystified as to how Justice could arrive at the idea that it would not 
offer us even the minimum that we had been offered by Defense Department 
(which had been admitted was far less than our property’s value) we concluded 
that negotiation was out of the question, regardless of the congressicnal act re- 
quiring effort to negotiate up to final adjudication. Justice proceeded to attempt 
to take our property for $1. 

I herewith file with committee counsel a statement of Maj. Gen. W. D. Partlow 
(retired) confirming the above statements of dealings with the Department of 
Justice. 


WASHINGTON, February 3, 1959. 
Congressman ALBERT RAINS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Housing. 

Dear Srr: I visited the Department of Justice with Mr. Carmack and was 
astounded that they would make no reasonable offer for acquisition of the 
property of Stones River Homes, Inc. From listening to the conversation, I was 
convineed that the Government agents were not acting in good faith with Mr. 
Carmack. 

Yours very truly, 
W. D. Partlow, Jr. 


Faced with the taking of our property for $1 and only the possible payment 
of some indefinite figure at some indefinite future, we were forced to begin our 
great expense in defense of our rights. We had to employ able and expensive 
counsel; get estimates of reproduction, appraisals, and undergo considerable 
travel expense, heavy costs of auditioning and acquiring court reports of other 
cases. 

I understand the legal position of the Defense Department to be that any 
figure tendered in condemnation cases is an “administrative decision” unreview- 
able by the Federal courts. The Federal court sitting in Nashville, Tenn., sus- 
tained our position, set aside the declaration of taking, and stated from the 
bench that the laws of the Congress were to be obeyed not only by citizens but 





1455 


by the departments of the Government. The Justice Department then claimed 
that it Was an emergency ; that it did not know the value; that “probably within 
a month” it would have an appraisal. It has now been 14 months and no ap- 
praisal by Justice or any other department has been offered (though, to my 
knowledge, there have been three). Defense Department has since paid into 
court a sum allowing us to withdraw some $168,000, admitting a possible value 
of $187,500. When we inquired of Justice how it arrived at such a figure we 
were told “Oh, that is just some figure Air Force sent over here.” 

This brings us to the first point of Mr. Boyd’s that we wish to emphasize. The 
Constitution of the United States assures to any whose property is taken under 
eminent domain a fair remuneration for this property. The general condemna- 
tion law requires that the condemning authority pay into court an “estimate of 
just compensation.” Law 1020 enacted by the Congress made the same provi- 
sion. In these cases the law has been flouted. An “estimate of just compensa- 
tion” is not what some faceless unknown in some department sends over to Jus- 
tice. It cannot be less than what a reasonable man, after reasonable investiga- 
tion, could reasonably determine was the just value of the property seized. We 
are informed in Tennessee that it will likely be 5 years or longer before this case 
can be heard. One of our attorneys has had other condemnation cases pending 
4 years that have not yet been set for trial. Meanwhile, to force us to the great 
expense of fighting this case, with all our investment tied, for property the value 
of which FHA, almost 6 years ago, found to be worth more than $5,300,000, is a 
hardship that no American citizen should be made to suffer, especially those who 
were invited to construct for the convenience of the Government. This company 
has ha: all its physical properties seized, all its income stopped, is forced to 
great expense in defense of its rights, and still remains obligated upon its mort- 
gage (at the time of taking some $4,449,000). The Defense Department has 
neither paid off this nor assumed it. In Tennessee, which is a lien State, we 
are informed that the mortgage cannot be assumed. A 1958 Federal case in 
Illinois (also a lien State) concerning a Wherry condemnation, upholds this 
principle. There are other authorities upholding this position. The utter in- 
adequacy of the sum paid into court in the case of Stone River Homes is appar- 
ent on its face. 

This company has paid on the principal of the mortgage approximately 
$350,000. FHA established that it had contributed an equity value of approxi- 
mately $550,000. In addition to working capital of some $77,000 this company 
or the owners of its stock have paid and enhanced the value of this property 
by many thousands. Defense Department at one time offered $773,000 before 
the case was in condemnation. Justice Department has since offered an ap- 
proximate figure. A representative of the Defense Department, who has 
negotiated acquisition of some 380 properties under the formula, stated in the 
presence of legislative and administrative representatives of three U.S. 
Senators, that if Defense Department could acquire this equity for 
approximately $973,000 (the ultimate under the formula) it would be getting 
a “good buy.” If this company were paid the average per unit value already 
paid by the Air Force in acquisition of other properties (under the formula) 
most of them on-base, built on Government property leased at a nominal annual 
rental, Stones River Homes (admittedly one of the best) would receive approxi- 
mately $1 million, plus the 6 percent in lieu of interest since the taking some 
14 months ago. Furthermore, though the congressional formula for acquisition 
set a ceiling, it set no floor. A directive from the Defense Department to the 
Air Force required that the negotiators ascertain that any Wherry acquired was 
worth the full value of any offer made for it. This was prerequisite to the 
making of an offer. In view of these facts it is evident that no fair and rational 
“estimate” of ‘just compensation” could be less than offers heretofore made. 
Because the owner does not accept a Defense Department offer in nowise justifies 
Defense Department in seeking to place the owner of the property taken in 
financial distress by paying into court a ridiculously small sum—far less than it 
had offered and that all evidence shows to be the property’s lowest probable 
value. The owner, even then, is allowed by law to withdraw only 75 percent 
to 90 percent of the so-called estimate of just compensation. 

By law the Government must eventually pay 6 percent on the difference 
between the final adjudiciation of value and the amount paid in. This is a large 
“interest” for Government to pay. It is to Government’s interest to curtail 
as far as foreseeable this amount. On the other hand, it is not fair compen- 
sation to take advantage of the “law’s delay,” compel owners wait for years 
before receiving even a minimum estimate of the value of their property. None 
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of us are in the springtime of our years. If the Defense Department wants the 
property which we were invited to invest in and construct, we were entitled, 
at the time of taking, to at least the payment of a fairly arrived at “just 
compensation.” According to economists, the purchasing value of a dollar is 
depreciating at the rate of 21% percent a year. 

I wish now to advert to Mr. Boyd’s remark about establishing consideration 
of value to Government. In some States this is allowed. In others, according to 
usual procedure, it is not. All Wherrys, in whatever State, are in a different 
eategory from the common run of condemnations. All are the creatures of leg- 
islation, built in response to the Defense Department’s invitation, based upon 
special legislation. There is no justification for allowing value to Government 
to be considered, for instance, in Georgia and not in Tennessee. Wherry hous- 
ing was constructed, whether on base or off, whether on nominal leaseholds or 
upon land acquired and owned in fee simple, specifically where one of the branches 
of the Defense Department designated, built specifically according to its di- 
rectives and approvals. To take the position that because our project was built 
at the most convenient place to serve the needs of an Air Force Base—in our 
case on the other side of the base from the highway, across a country road which 
we got paved, of which any unit is within 5 minutes’ ride of any place of work 
or battle position—to say that because we so built at the invitation and direction 
of Defense Department that we are not advantageously located to attract the 
general public and that we cannot prove, in certain States, value to Government 
and must, therefore, depend upon what value we can prove to the general public 
(for which we did not construct it) is an attempt to take a gross unfairness un- 
worthy of the Government that invited us to invest and construct where we did. 
Is it not axiomatic that property be valued at its highest usefulness? The high- 
est usefulness of this property is the purpose for which it was specially located 
and constructed. We join Mr. Boyd in asking that replacement cost and value to 
Government be a basis of our evaluation. 

I have already pointed to the fact that in some Federal districts there will be 
long delays in the trials of these cases; that in Tennessee it will probably be 5 
years before our case can be heard; if appealed and retried it may well be 7 or 
10 years before final adjudication. As stated, this is not ultimately to the prob- 
able benefit of Government, which must pay 6 percent on the difference between 
what has been paid in and what is ultimately awarded. Neither is it to the con- 
venience of the owners who, whatever they may ultimately receive, are not 
adequately compensated if they cannot receive it for 5 or 10 years. Aside from 
the 6 percent is the increased cost to Government and owner involved in usual 
forms of trials. (One recently heard before a Federal judge without jury re- 
quired 5 weeks of hearing. One tried before jury took 7 weeks, while one 
before a commission took only 3 days.) We do not wish to deprive any owner 
who wants it of a jury trial; but those of us who—because of the long delay 
confronting us—are willing for a speeded-up determination before a commission, 
should have this. Merely to leave this to the ultimate decision of the court 
(where the law leaves it) will not expedite the time of hearing. But a special 
commission—one member of which may be chosen from a panel offered by the 
Defense Department, one from a panel offered by the Wherry owner, the third 
named by the court—would, perhaps, determine the matter within 6 months and 
at much less expense both to Government and owner. There is certainly no 
unfairness to Government in proposing that Defense have one and the Federal 
judge another of the appointees. 

Before concluding I wish to show just three of several injustices which some 
of this special group I speak for suffer at the hands of the bureaucracies with 
whom we have to deal: 

I have referred to the fact that Stones River Homes, Inc. (or its officers and 
directors, personally) are still bound on a large mortgage after having our prop- 
erty taken from us and our income therefrom stopped. 

This company, under direction of FHA, paid in to begin with, a sum computed 
to be 1 year’s advance on certain required payments to FHA, taxes. et cetera. 
Thereafter, we were required to pay monthly in advance one-twelfth of this 
estimate; so that, at the end of each year we were 2 years in advance on 
all such payments. When FHA accepted repayment of its stock and disclaimed 
further interest in our project (some time after the taking) I phoned FHA 
Washington inquiring why our year’s prepayment (referring to above) was not 
returned to us. I was informed that FHA thought it should be but that, at 
a meeting with Defense Department, it was decided to pay us only the monthly 
advances we had made through the current year of taking. It is evident that 
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Defense Department will not put up the required 1-year advances and is riding 
our deposit and withholding from us what uncontrovertibly is due. I suppose 
we shall be put to other great expense through a lawsuit in the Court of Claims; 
will eventually recover this sum after all the delay and expense of collecting 
it from the United States Government with whom we were invited to deal. 
(This was not part of condemnation and we probably can recover nothing in 
lieu of interest on it.) 

At the time of the taking of our real estate we were informed by representa- 
tives of Sewart Air Force Base that they were directed to take over such supplies 
and equipment as we had on hand necessary to the maintenance of our project. 
The base designated personnel to inventory this. One inventory list was of the 
used equipment (office furniture, files, lawnmowers, et cetera). Another was 
of unused material (mainly paint) in a warehouse, which we had bought whole- 
sale in large quantity to be delivered as we required. This had gone up some 
20 percent since our contract. The paint company would have been glad to have 
released us from taking the residue. We were told by the base representatives 
that it needed this paint. Asa pure accommodation we turned over the paint at 
exactly the figure that we had to pay for it, although its value had increased by 
approximately 20 percent. Some 5 to 7 months after taking our property we 
were advised that some of it (which we are informed had been used) was not 
further wanted by the base; that unless we took it back they wouldn’t pay for 
any of it at all. We were further informed that as to the other inventory (the 
paint) that the base had had later instructions from Defense Department not 
to pay that either—just to let the payment await final settlement of the real 
estate condemned. I am informed that the base has used this paint in the near 
14 months since it took it. We have had to pay for it. It was taken and 
signed for by appointed base personnel and agreed to be paid for. It was not 
condemned. We stated date we acquired each article, the depreciation on used 
articles. There was no complaint of any charge for any articles. Now I suppose 
we shall be put to the expense of litigation in the Court of Claims and will 
undoubtedly eventually recover the value of our property after being forced 
to the great expense of proving and collecting our claim for property that we 
passed in pure accommodation. 

Mr. Boyd touched upon the intrusion of the FBI into the affairs of all Wherry 
owners who have not given up their property to the Defense Department for 
less than they know it to be worth. Ostensibly on the ground of examining our 
records to ascertain our income, the Justice Department (which has many 
competent auditors other than FBI) has subjected many, if not all of us, to 
FBI investigation. Do the gentlement of the committee realize the position in 
which a man or company is placed in a small city of 20,000—or even in the 
larger community of Nashville—when it is noised around that he is being 
investigated by the FBI? I understand that this is extraordinary, if not unique, 
in condemnation cases, and is wholly uncalled for. Our annual CPA audit 
was submitted to FHA. We made, of course, our returns to Internal Revenue 
and our records have been, and remain at all times, open to it. Several ap- 
praisers of Defense and/or Justice Departments have had access to all our 
records and to our auditors. Neither Stones River Homes, Inc., nor any of its 
owners, stand in the least fear of investigation by FBI. Until our property 
was seized, none of us have ever been so much as threatened with litigation 
by any branch of Government. But it may be 5 years or longer before its find- 
ings or claims are disclosed in court. Meanwhile, we must suffer under a 
shadow, a whisper, an embarrassment. This may not be gestapoism, but it 
smacks of it. Though our persons have not been imprisoned, our money and 
our records have been; and, in a sense, our credit and our reputations are so 
until cleared of this vague arrest. 

The facts I have presented of this case in point are similar, I am informed, 
to the facts in many other cases referred to in the testimony of Mr. Roland 
Boyd. The Federal court, sitting in Tampa, Fla., recently found the Depart- 
ment of Defense acting through the Department of Justice had dealt in bad 
faith in dealing with a Wherry owner. However, the Federal court of appeals, 
at New Orleans, La., reversed this decision, not that it differed with the district 
court on its finding that the Department had acted in bad faith, but on a tech- 
nical point of law. The facts in that case were not worse than those in the 
dealings with Stones River Homes, Inc. I am informed that the same kind 
of dealings have been experienced by many other of us where the Department 
has taken on $1. The Federal courts of the country will be cluttered with 
these cases. But some of us are placed in such financial distress that we can- 
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not finance this expensive litigation. Thus, democracy is placed at the mercy 
of bureaucracy. I shall give to the committee counsel a copy of the district 
court’s opinion in the Florida case. 

We are sure that the Congress did not intend an inequity toward those of 
us who enjoyed no windfalls and acquired the land on which we constructed 
for the Government’s bencfit; that it was, as we are informed, pure oversight. 
Nevertheless, we of this group were deprived of fair and equal opportunity for 
negotiations and the followup actions of governmental authorities has forced 
us to exceeding great expense. They, in effect, “straw the wheat and save the 
chaff.” Since most of us already are under condemnation we respectfully urge 
that our several wrongs be somewhat mitigated by enactment of a law afford- 
vrs the invitees of Government, a fair chance in defense of our constitutional 

Respectfully submitted. 

E. W. CARMACK. 

The Cuamrman. Now, members of the committee, let’s read the gen- 
eral provisions. Yes, Mr. Kelleher. 

Let this statement be put in the record. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. It has been, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Read the general provisions of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. What page? 

Mr. Keviener. 41. 

The Cuairman. 41 of the bill. 

Mr. Kettener. Title 4. General provisions. Section 401. The 
Secretary of each military department may proceed to establish or 
develop installations and facilities under this act without regard to 
sections 3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. 

Mr. Chairman, if I may explain those two. 

The Cuarrman. Wait. Where are they ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Page 41, line 9. 

The CuarrMan. Page 41 of the bill? 

Mr. Keitiener. Page 41. 

The Cuarrman. Section 401. 

Mr. Ket.ener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Well, that isthe same. 

Mr. Krrpay. What are they ? 

The Cuamman. Go ahead and tell us. 

Mr. Kettener. All right, 3648 of the Revised Statute prohibits ad- 
vanced payments. This is a standard provision. It is sometimes nec- 
essary, particularly in the extension of a utility line or gas or electric- 
ity toa military installation, for a military department to pay for that 
original construction. It recoups its investment in the lower cost for 
the utility over the years, but technically it is an advance payment— 
3734 has two provisions. One is a prohibition and the other is a re- 
quirement. 

The prohibition is that no money shall be paid nor contracts made 
for payment on any site for a public building in excess of the amount 
specifically appropriated therefor. The key words are “specifically 
appropriated therefor.” As you know, the bill each year and again 
this year contains a provision for 5 percent variance in cost within 
the United States and 10 percent overseas and in Alaska. This elas- 
ticity would be used unless this construction were excepted from that 
provision. 

Section 4774(d) and 9774(d): They are both the same, one apply- 
ing to the Army and the Air Force and the other to the Navy. It 
says that no building costing over $100,000, may be constructed ex- 
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cept by military personnel unless there has been a specific author- 
ization. 

The Cuamman. This provision is the same one that appeared in pre- 
vious public works bills? 

Mr, Kewiener. It is identical. ‘ : 

The Cuarrman. All right. Take the next one, which is section 402. 

Mr. Keviener. That is merely the new totals. 

The Cuairman. Allright. The figures? 

Mr. Ketiener. Would you like the new totals? 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that now ? 

Mr. Keviener. Page 42. 

The CuarrMAN. Page 42. ‘ 

Mr. Ketirner. On line 5, strike the “$90,000,000” figure and insert 
“$86,505,000”, 

On line 6, the “$24,000,000” figure remains. ' 

On line 7, the “$99,000,000” figure is stricken and “$83,330,000” is 
inserted. 

Also on line 7, the “$17,500,000” is stricken and “$5,000,000” is in- 
serted. 

The Cuarrman. What is the total there? 

Mr. Ketiener. The total will be “$199,045,000” for title I. 

The Cuatrman. 199,045? 

Mr. Ketiener. 199,045. 

Would you like just the new totals? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Ketieuer. On line 12, the new total for the Navy will be 
$182,283,000. 

One line 16, the new total for the Air Force will be $808,722,000. 

The difference between the bill as submitted and as the committee 
is reporting it out is down—$109,247,000. Cuts are as follows. 

In the Army, $32,207,000. In the Navy, $13,001,000, And in the 
Air Force, $64,039,000. 

a Cuatrman. I think, gentlemen, you have done a magnificent 

ob. 
Without. objection, that is agreed to. Now go right on to section 403. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 403. Any of the amounts named in titles I, 
II, and III of this act, may, in the discretion of the Secretary con- 
cerned, be increased by 5 percent—— 

The Cuatrman. That is the same thing. 

Mr. Keriener. Exactly the same, yes. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 404. 

The Cuarrman. That is the same as in previous bills. 

Mr. Keviener. That is the same. That section merely provides 
that the contractor keeps his books for 3 years. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keiiener. Section 405. Contracts made by the United States 
under this act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competi- 
tive basis to the lowest responsible bidder: 

The Cuatrman. That is the same in all 

Mr. Ketiener. It is not, sir. It is the same as it was in the bill year 
before last and for prior years. But last year that language was intro- 
duced by some different language that I think the committee will be 
interested in. It read this way: 
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Contracts made for construction by the United States for performance with the 
United States, its Territories and possessions, under this act, shall be executed 
under the jurisdiction and supervision of the Corps of Engineers, Department of 
the Army, or the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Department of the Navy, unless 
the Secretary of Defense determines that because such jurisdiction and super- 
vision is fully impracticable, such contracts should be executed under the juris. 
diction and supervision of another department or Government agency. 

Mr. Rivers. That is to take care of foreign bases? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Actually, I think its principal purpose was to pre- 
clude the establishment of another construction agency within the De- 
partment. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The Cuamman. That was in last year’s authorization bill, what 
you are reading now ? 

Mr. Kettener. This is different only in that it does not have that 
language requiring the Corps of Engineers or the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks to perform construction work for all three services. 

The Cuarrman. I think it would be better to put the language back 
that we had in the last authorization bill. What do you think about 
it? 

Mr. Ketiener. I think it should be in there. 

Mr. Rivers. I think so, too. 

The Cramman. Strike out section 405 and insert 405 as written in 
the public works bill authorization last year. Without objection, 
that is agreed to. 

It was put in last year when we reached the proper decision that 
the Air Force could not build up a corps of engineers for the purpose 
of this construction. 

( Asides.) 

The Crarrman. It is understood that section 405 will be written 
just like it was last year. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Now read section 406. 

Mr. Keviener. Section 406: 

As of July 1, 1960, all authorizations for military public works to be accom- 
plished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the estab- 
lishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all authori- 
zations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in acts approved before 
August 31, 1957, and not superseded, or otherwise modified by a later authoriza- 
tion are repealed, except— 

I think there are some 14 of them, Mr. Chairman. Most of them 
I read to the committee the other day. Would you like for me to go 
briefly over them ? 

The Cuatrman. No; I think the committee understands them. 

Mr. Kevxiener. All right. . 

The Cuarrman. These are the same—— 

Mr. Ketitener. Some of them are the same as and some new ones 
have been added, actually. It is the saving provision. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Without objection that section is 
approved, section 406. 

Mr. Ketirner. Allright. Section 407 

The CuarrMan. Wait. 

Mr. Keiiener. I am sorry. 

The Cuarrman. 407, I got it. 

Mr. Ke.ieHer. Section 407: 
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Section 515 of the act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as amended, is 
further amended to read as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, this section is identical. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It provides for leasing houses at tactical sites. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. We all understand that. 

Mr. Ketiener. It was 5,000 houses last year, it is 7,500 this year. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Section 408. 

Mr. Keutener. Section 408. This section relates to the require- 
ment that there be line items for housing in the construction bill. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Without objection, that is ap- 

roved. 
Mr. Kettrener. It is not the same, Mr. Chairman. 

Section 408 corresponds to section 512 of Public Law 85-685, and 
would amend section 406 of Public Law 85-241 so as to exempt one 
additional category of family housing—that is, rental guarantee hous- 
ing—from the present requirement for inclusion in the annual Mili- 
tary Construction Authorization Act. The reason for this additional 
exemption is that rental guarantee housing is, in reality, not military 
construction. Rental guarantee projects are constructed with foreign 
capital and are maintained and operated by foreign owners. Our in- 
terest in them is simply the guarantee of a certain level of rental in- 
come for a limited period of time, in order to encourage the foreign 
investors to construct the housing and to reserve the houses for U.S. 
personnel. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, that section is agreed to. 

Now 409. 

Mr. Keriener. 409. This relates to substandard housing. 

I might say at this point, Mr. Chairman, the Department wishes 
to withdraw this section form the bill. 

The CuatrMan. Section 409. 

Mr. Rivers. Why is that ? 

Mr. Kettener. Well, the explanation isn’t entirely clear, but ap- 
parently the Department wants to restudy this whole matter. They 
have found some 2,004 houses owned by foreign governments in Eng- 
land, the Philippines, Japan, Okinawa, and a number of other places, 
that they want to lease rather than operate as public quarters. And 
in the process of reexamining the whole matter, they wish to with- 
draw this. 

There is a witness here, if you wish to hear him on the subject. 

The Cuatrman. No use to do that. They will do it anyhow. 

Mr. Keener. Is it withdrawn, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Withdrawn. 

Mr. Kevtener. Withdrawn. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question? 

In regard to this leasing. When the Government leases, does it in 
turn take the quarters allowance for the personnel that is assigned 
to it¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. No. That isthe point, exactly. 

If the house is leased, the man gets his housing allowance and pays 
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the fair market rental, normally considerably less than his housing 
allowance. 

Mr. Wiuson. In effect the Government then guarantees the lease 
is that it? 

Mr. Ketizner. No. It is just like a Lanham Act house today. 
The Navy has many of them. It leasesthem. The man gets his hous- 
ing allowance of $100 and he pays $40 rent and pockets the rest. 

Mr. Witson. Under all these leased houses that we have just—that 
are authorized under this previous section, that is the way it is 
handled ? 

Mr. Ketxiexer. I am sorry, would you repeat that? 

Mr. Wirson. Well, the previous section that we just approved au- 
thorizes the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force to lease 
a number of houses. 

Mr. Kenvener. Yes. 

Mr. Wuson. I am trying to find out the way—— 

Mr. KetieHer. That is quite different. 

I understand your question now. In that case, at tactical sites, 
which may move, and where they wouldn’t want to make permanent 
installations, the Department of Defense leases the houses from the 
private individuals and may not pay more than $150 a month, and 
assigns a man to that and he loses his housing allowance. There is 
every kind of variation in this housing that you could imagine. 

Mr. Duruam. This in effect does this. It provides the leasing of 
the houses, which we haven’t done heretofore in foreign countries. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

Mr. Duruam. We either built. them by direct appropriations or by 
surplus commodity funds. Now this adds—if we do this, we are 
addin a. third provision for them there, to operate for houses. 

Mr. _ iam These houses, if this provision had stayed in, would 
not have to be subject to the substandard bill. They want to lease 
these. They are now public quarters. Some of them in the Philip- 
pines I am told even have grass roofs, but they are still public quarters. 


? 


Mr. Duruam. Is it going to generate more currency probably over 


there ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. I don’t know that is an element. 

The Cuarrman. Take section 407. 

Mr. Kevieuer. 410? 

The Cuamman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. 410, page 50, line 11. 

The Cuarrman. What about 407? Oh, we struck that out ? 

Mr. Kevitener. 409 we struck out, Mr. Chairman. We were up to 
409 and it was removed. 

Mr. Morris. 407 refers to 407. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 410. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, 410. 

Mr. Kewtieuer. This is new. This did not appear in any previous 
bill. 

Section 410, title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 4774 is amended by adding the following new subsection 
at the end thereof: 


(g) Not more than 10 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for officers of the Army may be four-bedroom quarters having a net 
floor area of 1,400 square feet or less for occupancy by officers holding grades 


below major. 








nn 
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Today, Mr. Chairman, it is 1,250 feet. This would allow a four- 
bedroom house of 1,400 feet. 

The Cuarrman. The percentage is the same? The percentage is 
10 percent ? 

Mr. Ketteuer. There has been no percentage at all before. This is a 
brand new section. There was 15 percent for enlisted men four-bed- 
room houses, 2 years ago. 

The Cuairman. Ten percent of family quarters are for officers? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is 10 percent of four-bedroom houses for these 
particular officers. 

Mr. Kitpay. Heretofore, anyone below major could have only three 
bedrooms, and hereafter 90 percent would be getting three bedrooms 
and 10 percent would be getting four-bedroom units. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

Mr. Srrarron. Mr. Chairman, is there any study on this? 

What we seem to be saying is that captains can’t have four children, 
or only 10 percent of captains can have four children. 

Mr. Kitpay. Are you saying they are so young that they likely 
could have more ? 

Mr. Srrarron. No. We are saying that only 10 percent of the 
captains—isn’t that it, or is it 10 percent of all houses ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Grades below major. 

Mr. Smart. Captains and lieutenants. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Grades below major. 

Mr. Srrarron. Are we saying that only 10 percent of the houses 
occupied by those below major can be four-bedroom houses or are we 
saying that only 10 percent of all military houses shall be only 
occupied 

Mr. Ketiener. Ten percent of the houses occupied by these people. 

When you get above that grade, the space allowance is sufficient to 
put in four bedrooms. 

The space allowance, theoretically at least, below that grade, is not 
enough to get in a fourth bedroom. 

Mr. Stratron. I mean—it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that may be 
a bit arbitrary. Having five children, I am familiar with this problem 
of four-bedroom houses. I think we have a lot of captains and first 
lieutenants who probably have that many. 

The Cuatrman. This is better than it is today. 

Mr. Kizpay. Ten percent better. 

Mr. Srrarron. This may be better. I am just wondering whether 
10 percent isn’t a little bit low. 

The Cuatrman. We may be fortunate to even get this. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, right now these families are in three-bedroom 
houses and I imagine some in two. This is at least a step, Mr. Strat- 
ton, in the right direction. 

The Cuarrman. We will approve it anyhow. Without objection. 

Mr. Srratron. Thank you. 

Mr. Kettener. The rest of it relates to the Navy and Air Force, 
with identical language. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, section 410 is approved. 

Mr. Keiirner. Section 411, Mr. Chairman. Page 51, line 10. 
That is a new section also. 


The Cuarrman. All right. This is a new section, members. Listen 
to it. 
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Mr. Ketrener. Section 411: 


To the extent that any authority provided by the act of August 20, 1958 (72 
Stat. 636 )— 


that is last year’s military construction bill— 


or this Act, for the construction of appropriated fund family housing at locations 
in foreign countries is not utilized, the construction or acquisition of the num- 
ber of housing units so authorized may be accomplished at the same locations 
under the authority of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 
1125), as amended. 

The Cuatrman. What is the total number of appropriated houses 
in the bill ? 

Mr. Ketiener. In this bill—here, I have that. 

Mr. Fore. 461. 

Mr. Kewviener. 461, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. 461. Now, how many under that 461 you con- 
template to build abroad ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Fifty in this bill. 

The Cuarrman. Fifty. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Fifty, I believe under this bill, are abroad. 

But this section includes last year’s bill, too. It includes severa! 
hundred units where the departments were going to build houses 
with appropriated funds. If it appears possible to build them under 
surplus commodity, they may do it under this provision. That is 
all. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question there as a mat 
ter of wording ? 

You say: 
authority of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), 
as amended. 

It was amended already in section 409, but we didn’t amend it. That 
was all stricken. out. 

Now, has it been amended in some other way besides that? 

Mr. Ketiener. It has. 

Mr. Cuarrman. Section 412. 

Mr. Keviener. Section 412: 

None of the authority contained in titles I, II, and III of this act shall be 
deemed to authorize any building construction project within the continental 
United States (other than Alaska) at a unit cost in excess of— 

(1) $32 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing ; 

(2) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing ; 

(3) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks ; 

(4) $8,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters ; 
unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of special circum- 
stances, application to such project of the limitations on unit costs contained 
in this section is impracticable. 

This has been in the law, Mr. Chairman, for years, but it has never 
been in our bill before. It was always added by the Senate previ- 


ously. 
The CuatrMan. That is the same as was in the law last year. 
Mr. Ketiener. The law last year and previous years. 
Mr. Wrnsrteap. The same figures. 
The Cuarrman. We spell it out. 
Mr. Keitenrr. The same as last year. 
The CuamrMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 
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Mr. Kowatsxt. Why don’t you include, Mr. Chairman, your rec- 
ommendation about the hospitals, that differential between the Air 
Force and the Army. 

The Cuarrman. They have never worked out a standard as to all 
hospitals and beds in the various services. Now, it varies in some 
places $35,000, in some places more than that. 

We are trying to hold it down and have uniformity upon this type 
of construction. 

All right, read section 413. 

Mr. Kettener. Section 413: 

Section 4 of the Act of April 3, 1958 (72 Stat. 78) is amended by striking out 
“$500,000” and inserting in place thereof “$900,000”. 

This relates to er Valley, Mr. Chairman, the winter Olympics. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, that is right. We authorized the Olympic 
games at Squaw Valley, for $500,000, and now it has gone up to 
$900,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is the way all things go. Without ob- 
jection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 414(a), (b), and (c), Mr. Chairman, this 
would repeal the clearance procedure for real estate projects. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s strike that out. 

The CHairman. We strike that out. 

Mr. Kettener. Section 414 is out, Louise. 

Section 415, this merely indicates that this is the Military Con- 
struction Act of 1959. 

The CHarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, we must go back to a provi- 
sion somewhere—where we deal with the question of repealing prior 
authorization under the 3-year provision. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. When the bill is read for amendments, that 
will be inserted, sir. 

The Cuairman. Let’s read the bill for amendments. 

Mr. Ketteuer. There is one new title to go in, title 6, relating to 
some land in California that Mr. Gubser wants to put in. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Why don’t we finish with title 5 first? 

The CuatrMan. Go ahead and offer the amendment. 

Mr. Kewieuer. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to make my report. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s finish the bill first. 

Mr. Ketiener. This would be a new title 6 at the end of the bill. 

Section 601. . 

TITLE VI 


Sec. 601. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to convey by quitclaim 
deed to the city of Santa Cruz, California, all the right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to four and five-tenths acres of land, more or less, com- 
prising the Unted States Army Reserve Center Lighthouse Point site and being 
a part of the lands known at the United States Coast Guard Santa Cruz Light 
Station, situated on the northerly side of West Cliff Drive, approximately seven 
hundred feet south of Pelton Avenue, in the city and county of Santa Cruz, 
California, and in exchange for said conveyance to accept on behalf of the United 
States of America from the city of Santa Cruz a deed conveying fee simple title 
to not less than four acres of land situated within the city of Santa Cruz, Cali- 
fornia, to be utilized as the site for a United States Army Reserve Center: 
Provided, That the city of Santa Cruz pay to the United States a sum of money 
representing, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Army, the aggregate of (1) 
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the amount by which the fair market value of the property so conveyed by the 
Secretary of the Army exceeds the fair market value of the land accepted in 
exchange therefor; (2) the amount heretofore expended by the Department of 
the Army in connection with the proposed construction of the United States 
Army Reserve Center at Lighthouse Point for work and materials which can- 
not be utilized in connection with the construction of the United States Army 
Reserve Center on the site to be acquired from the city; and (3) the amount 
by which the costs for providing adequate foundations, sewer and water facili- 
ties, and site preparation for the construction of a United States Army Reserve 
Center at the site to be acquired from the city exceeds the estimated costs for 
providing foundations, sewer and water facilities, and site preparation at the 
Lighthouse Point site. 

Sec. 602. The moneys received by the Secretary of the Army under this title 
shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States as miscellaneous re- 
ceipts except that any moneys received under section 1 (2) and (3) of this title 
shall be credited to the appropriation to which such costs are charged. 

The Cuairman, This amendment is offered by the gentleman from 
California, Mr. Gubser. I am told the purpose of this amendment 
is in the interest of economy, by exchanging one piece of property 
for another piece of property. That is the purpose of it. 

(Mr. Gubser nods. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
Now, what is your next amendment ? 

Mr. Kerzner. That is all, except to read the bill for amendments, 
and title V. 

The Cuamman. We got in Camp Jackson. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is in the bill, Mr. Chairman, when we read 
it for the amendments. 

The Cuarrman. We are reading it for amendments now. 

Mr. Ketiener. Actually we are dealing just with the general pro- 
visions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. I will read is separately, if you would like. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s get it all in. 

Mr. Kettener. All right. I will get to that one now. 

The Cuatrman. Read them all. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

Page 2 is the first one. Page 2, line 5. . Strike $730,000 and insert 
$785,000. 

Line 12—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait one minute, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Well, we have agreed to all those. 

Mr. Ketiener. Normally, Mr. Chairman, you read the bill for all 
of the amendments finally. I don’t know whether you wish to do 
that. 

Mr. Kirpay. I thought we were reading the bill for amendments as 
we were going through. 

The Cuarrman. That isright. Weagreed to all these items. 

Mr. Rivers. I move, Mr. __ tea that all of these items—— 

The Cuamman. Wait a minute. That. is $785,000, was that item. 

Mr. Keiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. We got the bill all marked up. We agreed to all 
those. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The Cuarrmman. We only got one amendment—— 
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Mr. Ketiener. No, you have more than one. You have Perrin 
Air Force Base, for example. 

The CuarrMan. We agreed to that as we went along. 

Mr. Ketieuer. All right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. We put Perrin Air Force Base in here, 261 units. 
And we deleted Schilling. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. That comes out. We put Perrin in when we were 
reading it, and all that. 

Mr. Kettner. There is only one. 

The Cuarrman. Fort Jackson. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Page 41. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 47. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 47. 

The Cuamrrman. Now members of the committee—— 

Mr. Ketreuer. Following line 2. 

The CuarrMan. This amendment is to exclude it from the 3-year 
provision, if an item has not been funded. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

The CxHarrman. We authorized 5 million to build a_ hospital 
down at either Camp or Fort Jackson. It has never been funded. Mr. 
Riley said he had a talk yesterday or a few days ago with Mr. McNeil 
and Mr. McNeil said that on June 1 this item would fall within the 
restriction of the limitation and therefore he asks, Mr. Riley, to have 
it excluded. 

So they propose to fund the money next year, $5 million for building 
this hospital there. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. So if we do not do this, then under the law you 
would have no authorization for the hospital. 

Mr. Ketteuer. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, we exclude. That will be for 
1 year, that we are excluding it to see if it can be funded in the next 
bill. 

Mr. Kettener. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. If it doesn’t, they will actually hit it then. 

Mr. Ketirner. That is right. 

The Cmatrman. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now that finishes the bill, except a report on the —— 

Mr. Rivers. Title V, page 52. 

The Cuamman. Now, I referred this at the beginning to Mr. Rivers’ 
subcommittee. They have had hearings and they are now ready to 
make a report in regard to Reserve Forces facilities. Because under 
the law we have to line-item these things—itemize these things. So 
here it is inthe bill. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, our subcommittee has been holding 
hearings in the afternoon whenever the big committee was not meet- 
ing, and at other times. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to report the recommendations of Subcom- 
mittee No. 3 in respect to hearings conducted in connection with title 
V of H.R. 4414. 
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. Title V of H.R. 4414, contains the authorization requested for the 
construction of new facilities for all of the Reserve components of 
the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

A total of $56,993,000 of authorization for new projects, including 
expansions and alteration, was requested, divided as follows: $20,748,- 
000 for the Army Reserve; $8,451,000 for the Army National Guard; 
$8,300,000 for the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve; $4,093,000 for 
the Air Force Reserve; and $15,536,000 for the Air National Guard. 

Before outlining recommendation of the subcommittee in respect 
to these requests I will briefly review the substance of these requests 
by the various components. 

Army reserve: In the case of the Army Reserve, authorization pro- 
posed for fiscal year 1950 comprises 62 new Army Reserve centers 
and approximately 75 projects of the nature of additions to present 
centers. Of the 62 new centers, 52 are the 2 smallest standard 
sizes—with capacities of 100 and 200 reservists, respectively, and are 
proposed for the smaller cities and towns throughout the country, 

The proposed projects, other than the new centers, are mainly 
additions of training and vehicle maintenance space which have been 
found essential to the training program. 

Army National Guard: For the Army National Guard, the pro- 
posed fiscal year 1960 authorization comprises 47 new armories, 13 
projects for conversion of present armories, and 5 nonarmory projects 
which are maintenance and supply administrative facilities. 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve: Approximately half of the $8.3 
million of new project authorization proposal for the Reserve com- 
ponents of the Navy and Marine Corps were for essential additional 
facilities at established Naval Air Reserve installations which serve 
both Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve aviation. The re- 
mainder is divided almost evenly between the Naval Surface Reserve, 
for five berthing piers and four training buildings, and the Marine 
Corps Reserve for five training centers. 

Air Force Reserve: The relatively small request for the Air Force 
Reserve, $4,903,000, was justified as being the result of prior sub- 
stantial fulfillment of its most urgent requirements and consists of 
a variety of operational and support facilities at eight locations, four 
of which are municipal airports and the remainder jointly utilized 
military airfields, 

Air National Guard: For the Air National Guard, the authoriza- 
tion request consists of high priority requirements for the operation 
and support of the Air National Guard aircraft at 20 locations; 3 
aircraft control and warning facilities, 2 of which are located in the 
Territory of Hawaii, now the State of Hawaii; and site preparation 
for 1 new airfield. Of the 20 flying installations 16 are at civil air- 
ports and 4 at jointly utilized military airfields. 

Summary: In summary, therefore, the requested authorization for 
fiscal year 1960 for Reserve facilities amounts to $56.9 million for 
the Department of Defense. Previous authorizations for these pro- 
grams since their inception in 1950 have amounted to $668 million 
with approximately $28 million of this amount remaining as residual 
authorization available at the end of fiscal year 1959. Under the pro- 
visions of title V of H.R. 4414 this residual authorization will be re- 
‘duced further through utilization and rescissions during fiscal year 
1960 to approximately $22.1 million. 
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The Cuarrman. What amendments does the subcommittee have to 
offer ? 

Mr. Rivers. Here is the subcommittee action. 

The CuairMAN. What amendments did the subcommittee offer ? 

Mr. Rivers. The subcommittee authorized —— 

The Cuarrman. Read on page 4. 

Mr, Rivers. Title V as submitted by the Department of Defense 
did not include any request for authorization for the construction of 
National Guard facilities at Heber Springs, Ark., or Dermott, Ark. 
However, the subcommittee had been advised by representatives of 
the National Guard that such authorizations had been included in the 
original planning of the National Guard Bureau but were subse- 
quently not included due to the dollar limitations placed upon the 
National Guard portion of the construction program. 

The committee went into that and added those two. 

Therefore, the subcommittee agreed to include additional authori- 
zation for these two items. In the case of Heber Springs, Ark., this 
authorization amounts to $80,000, and in the case of Dermott, Ark., 
this authorization would amount to $45,000. 

The Cuarrman. Then for the National Guard, the subcommittee 
recommended two—— 

Mr. Rivers. Two. 

The Cuarrman. Two armories. One at—— 

Mr. Rivers. One at Heber Springs and the other at Dermott. 

The Cuarrman. And what others? 

Mr. Rivers. The subcommittee made no further additions to the 
bill. However, representatives of the National Guard requested that 
the authorization request indicated for construction at Logan, Ohio, 
be deleted and a new project authorized in the same dollar amount 
for Lancaster, Ohio. This transfer had been requested by the ad- 
jutant general of the State of Ohio in connection with changes in 
the State program, and therefore the subcommittee agreed to make 
the necessary change. 

This was done. This transfer was requested by the military and 
we agreed to that. 

Title V as submitted by the Department of Defense included a 
— for the rescission of previous authorizations provided under 
Public Law 85-685 in the case of Hammonton, N.J., $175,000, and 
Pitman, N.J., $175,000. Representatives of the National Guard ad- 
vised that since submission of this request for rescission of this previ- 
ously provided authority a review of the National Guard program in 
the State of New Jersey dictated a need for these projects and there- 
fore it was requested that this rescission be deleted from the bill. 

The subcommittee therefore agreed to strike out the request for 
the rescission of this previous authorization. 

That is the substance of our recommendation, Mr. Chairman, and 
I move it be accepted with title V amended as follows: 


TITLE V. AMENDMENTS 


On page 57, after line 11 and before line 12, insert “Dermott, 
Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000.” 

On page 57, after line 22 and before line 23, insert “Heber Springs, 
Arkansas: Training facilities, $90,000.” 
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On page 58, after line 2 and before line 3, insert “Lancaster, Ohio: 
Training facilities, $160,000.” 

On page 58, delete line 5. 

On page 58, delete line 25. 

On page 66, on line 4, after the words “Air National Guard of the 
United States” insert the following: “in clause (2).” 

On page 66, line 13, after the words “Army Reserve” insert thie 
following: “in clause (3).” 

On page 67, delete lines 6, 7, and 11. 

On page 67, line 20, delete “$27,352,000” and substitute therefor 
“$27,702,000.” 

On page 68, line 16 delete “$8,316,000” and substitute therefor 
“$8,451,000.” 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

Then the committee can understand 

Mr. Price. Mr. chairman, I understand there was no change of 
any of the items in title V ? 

r. Rivers. Other than those two. 

Mr. Price. Except the additions. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. Only two added to the bill. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Let Mr. Rivers’ statement be put in the record in its entirety. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


Repor? or Mr. Rivers ON ACTION OF SUBCOMMITTEE No. 3 ON TITLE V or H.R. 4414 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to report the recommendations of Subcommittee No. 3 
in respect to hearings conducted in connection with title V of H R. 4414. 

Title V of H.R. 4414, contains the authorization requested for the construction 
of new facilities for all of the Reserve components of the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force. 

A total of $56,993,000 of authorization for new projects, including expansions 
and alteration was requested, divided as follows: 

$20,748,000 for the Army Reserve ; 

$8,451,000 for the Army National Guard ; 

$8,300,000 for the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve; 
$4,093,000 for the Air Force Reserve; and 
$15,536,000 for the Air National Guard. 

Before outlining recommendations of the subcommittee in respect to these re- 
quests I will briefly review the substance of these requests by the various com- 
ponents. 

ARMY RESERVE 


In the ease of the Army Reserve authorization proposed for fiscal year 1960 
comprises 62 new Army Reserve centers and approximately 75 projects of the 
nature of additions to present centers. Of the 62 new centers, 52 are the two 
smallest standard sizes—with capacities of 100 and 200 reservists, respectively, 
and are proposed for the smaller cities and towns throughout the country. The 
proposed projects other than the new centers are mainly additions of training 
and. vehicie maintenance space which have been found essential to the training 
program. 

ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 


For the Army National Guard, the propesed fiscal year 1960 authorization 
comprises 47 new armories, 13 projects for conversion of present armories, and 
5 nonarmery projects whieh are maintenance and supply administrative 
facilities. 

NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVE 


Approximately half of the $8.3 million of new project. authorization proposal 
for the Reserve components of the Navy and Marine Corps were for essential 
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additional facilities at established Naval Air Reserve installations which serve 
poth Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve aviation. The remainder is 
div‘ded almost evenly between the Naval Surface Reserve for five berthing 
piers and four training buildings, and the Marine Corps Reserve for five train- 
ing centers. 

AIR FORCE RESERVE 


The relatively small request for the Air Force Reserve ($4,093,000) was justi- 
fied as being the result of prior substantial fulfillment of its most urgent re- 
quirements and consists of a variety of operational and support facilities at 
eight locations, four of which are municipal airports and the remainder jointly 
utilized military airfields. 

AIR NATIONAL GUARD 


For the Air National Guard, the authorization request consists of high- 
priority requirements for the operation and support of the Air National Guard 
aireraft at 20 locations; 3 aircraft control and warning facilities, 2 of which 
are located in the Territory of Hawaii; and site preparation for one new 
airfield. Of the 20 flying installations, 16 are at civil airports and 4 at jointly 
utilized military airfields. 

SUMMARY 


In summary, therefore, the requested authorization for fiscal year 1960 for Re- 
serve facilities amounts to $56.9 million for the Department of Defense. Previous 
authorizations for these programs since their inception in 1950 has amounted to 
$668 million with approximately $28 million of this amount remaining as residual 
authorization available at the end of fiscal year 1959. Under the provisions of 
title V of H.R. 4414 approximately $4.8 million of this residual authorization 
will be rescinded. This residual authorization will be reduced further through 
utilization during fiscal year 1960 to $22.1 million. 


SUBCOMMITTEE ACTION 


Pursuant to direction of the chairman, the subcommittee conducted extensive 
hearings on title V of H.R. 4414 and carefully examined each one of the line 
items requested. 

The subcommittee is of the opinion that each of the line items requested were 
properly justified by the supporting witnesses. 

In addition the subcommittee found nothing objectionable in certain other 
general provisions included in title V which correspond to similar provisions 
contained in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958. These provisions 
include: 

Section 501(4). A provision for authorization of urgent projects made 
necessary by changes in assignment of weapons or equipment; section 503 
which relates to certain provisions of existing law pertaining to execution 
of the projects; and section 505 which provides for a limited degree of 
flexibility of costs indicated for the individual line items within the overall 
dollar totals for the respective Reserve component programs. 

Also, certain provisions for correction of deficencies in estimated costs 
of certain items in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958, as well as for 
the rescission of a number of projects at locations which have been deleted 
from the stationing plans of the respective Reserve components were 
approved. 

AMENDMENTS 


The subcommittee unanimously approved all of the individual line items 
requested by the Defense Department. However, the subcommittee voted to 
make certain amendments to title V as follows: 

1. Title V as submitted by the Department of Defense did not include any 
request for authorization for the construction of National Guard facilities at 
Heber Springs, Ark., or Dermott, Ark. However, the subcommittee had been 
advised by representatives of the National Guard that such authorizations had 
been included in the original planning of the National Guard Bureau but were 
subsequently not included due to the dollar limitations placd upon the Na- 
tional Guard portion of the construction program. Therefore, the subcommittee 
agreed to include additional authorizations for these two items, In the ease 
of Heber Springs, Ark., this authorization amounts to $90,000, and in the case 
of Dermott, Ark., this authorization would amount to $45,000. 
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2. The subcommittee made no further additions to the bill. However, repre- 
sentatives of the National Guard requested that the authorization request indi- 
cated for construction at Logan, Ohio, be deleted and a new project authorized 
in the same dollar amount for Lancaster, Ohio. This transfer had been re- 
quested by the adjutant general of the State of Ohio in connection with changes 
in the State program, and therefore the subcommittee agreed to make the 
necessary change. 

3. Title V as submitted by the Department of Defense included a request for 
the rescission of previous authorizations provided under Public Law 85-685 in 
the case of Hammonton, N.J., $175,000, and Pitman, N.J., $175,000. Repre 
sentatives of the National Guard advised that since submission of this request 
for rescission of this previously provided authority a review of the National 
Guard program in the State of New Jersey dictated a need for these projects 
and therefore it was requested that this rescission be deleted from the bill. 

The subcommittee therefore agreed to strike out the request for the rescission 
of this previous authorization. 

4. The subcommittee also made a number of technical changes to title V to 
provide for typographical errors and language clarification and appropriate 
changes in the total dollar amounts that were made necessary by the additions 
made by the subcommittee. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now hand me that amendment for each one of these 
line items. 

Member of the committee, I will offer en bloc the following amend- 
ment 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like for the record—Mr. Win- 
stead has called it to my attention. 

There were many inquiries as to how these National Guard armories 
were placed in the bill. And the military testified that they are prior- 
ities and the way they were brought to this committee were the priori- 
ties assigned to them in the local States by the adjutants general. 

So if you want to know how they got started, that is the place to 
check. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. And a good many of them—— 

Mr. Gusser. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Winsreap. Mr. Chairman. <A good many of them have been 
approved by the States. 

The Cuarrman. By the States. 

Mr. Winsteap. By the Army and the Defense Department. They 
could not be ready at this time. 

But he did stress the point that the ones getting priority were 
approved by the adjutants general of each State. 

Mr. Gupser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Rivers a question ? 

The CHatrrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Gusser. The reason, then, that there are no California Army 
National Guard armories in here is simply because there are enough 
under construction at the present time that had been previously 
approved ? 

Mr. Rivers. This is a phasing-in program. You might have been 
topheavy last year. 

The Cuarrman. Members, to keep the record straight, I move that 
4414 be amended as follows. That amendment will be completely 
spelled out. And that carries out the markup of the bill as we went 
along. 

Mr. KettrnHer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, prepare me a new bill so we 
will have a clean bill. 
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And I would like, if it meets the views of the committee, to meet next 
Wednesday, or Tuesday—whatever day you gentlemen want to meet. 
Tuesday is the regular meeting day. If Wednesday suits you better, 
let’s meet Wednesday, or Tuesday. But we must have a quorum and a 
rolleall vote on the bill. 

Mr. Kitpay. Tell us when, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. I ask the committee to take a recess until next 
Tuesday morning at which time—— 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman, just two questions off the record. I 
just want to get some information. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuairman. Let’s all meet next Tuesday. 

Mr. Becker. Just one other question off the record. 

(Further discussion off the record.) 

The Cuarrman. We will take a recess until Tuesday. And I will 
try to get this bill passed before the Easter recess, and that will prac- 
tically wind up all the Department bills before this committee. 

Then Mr. Price’s subcommittee can go to work. And then on the 
manpower situation. And we are making fine progress. We will 
have presented 16 bills. 

(Chorus of Tuesday at 10 o’clock.) 

The CHatrman. Tuesday at 10 o’clock, And we must have a 
quorum. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 a.m., the committee adjourned to reconvene at 
10 a.m., Tuesday, March 17, 1959.) 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuscomMirTrre No. 3, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, February 27, 1959. 


The subcommittee met at 10:12 a.m., Hon. L. Mendel Rivers, chair- 
man of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Rivers. I am going to ask the committee to come to order. Off 
the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Vinson wants to get this thing moving so we can 
get these armories. 

I am coming to this point, Mr. Secretary. I wish you would stand 
up, Mr. Bryant. I want you to meet the new members of the commit- 
tee. You know Mr. Morris. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, I do. I haven’t met Mr. Wampler. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Wampler. 

Secretary Bryant. Glad to see you. 

Mr. Rivers. What I am coming to, Mr. Secretary, I hate for you to 
talk to a small committee, but there are a lot of committees in the other 
body who have only one member. And we aré just as important as the 
other body and if we have three on Friday, that is a pretty good 
membership. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Weare going to have four. 
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I want to make a little statement. Sit down, Mr. Bryant, and bring 
up anybody you want to. I will make an opening statement and then 
we will get right into this bill. 

The subeommittee, under the direction of the chairman of the full 
committee, Mr. Vinson, has been ordered to conduct hearings in con- 
nection with title V of the military construction bill, H.R. 4414. 

Before entering into an actual discussion of the proposed bill, for 
the benefit of the new members on the subcommittee, I would like to 
provide a general summary of the statutory background upon which 
the Reserve facilities program is based. The National Defense Facil- 
ities Act of 1950, enacted as Public Law 783, 81st Congress, authorized 
the appropriation of Federal funds in the amount of $250 million over 
a period of 5 consecutive fiscal years for the acquisition, construction, 
and expansion of facilities for the several Reserve components. 

Under this act, armories can be constructed which are 100 percent 


federally owned and authority is also given to contribute to the States 
for the construction of new armories or the conversion of State-owned 
facilities. 

That is National Guard, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. Statinsuexk. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Such contributions are made on the basis of 75 per 
cent contributed by the Federal Government and 25 percent by the 
States. In the case of State participation, however, in addition to 
the 25-percent contribution, the land involved is also a portion pro- 
vided by the State over and above the 25-percent contribution. 

In 1955, Public Law 302 of the 84th Congress, increased this basic 
authorization to $500 million and extended the time period during 
which this authorization remained in efiect until 1958. Subsequent- 
ly, by Public Law 215 of the 85th Congress, this general authoriza- 
tion was increased to $580 million. 

The basic authority providing authorization for construction of 
Reserve facilities heretofore had differed from the authorizations 
provided in connection with other military construction in that there 
had been no requirement that specific approval of individual projects 
be obtained from the Congress. 

This basic difference was justified at the time of the enactment 
of the National Defense Facilities Act because of the uncertainties 
of the development of the program and the necessity for permitting 
the Defense Department to construct these facilities in numbers and 
size and location based upon its accumulated experience in connec- 
tion with development of the Reserve Forces program after World 
War II. Under this procedure the only specific requirement in con- 
nection with specific projects was the requirement in the law that 
consultation be had with the respect Armed Services Committees. 

However, in connection with the Department of Defense request 
for authorization of Reserve facilities in 1957 this subcommittee indi- 
cated that the time had come for a change to a line item scrutiny 
of new Reserve facilities contemplated by the Department of De- 
fense. This recommendation of the Armed Services Committee was 
observed by the Department of Defense in connection with hearings 
on the military construction bill for Reserve facilities for fiscal year 
1959—that is last year—and accordingly a line item authorization 
was mares Therefore, beginning with fiscal year 1959, requests 
for authorization of Reserve facilities were made on a line item basis. 
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In accordance with this procedure, the blanket authorization previ- 
ously provided the Department in the amount of $580 million and 
the time period during which this authorization was to be used was 
stricken from the National Defense Facilities Act by Public Law 
685 of the 85th Congress. 

This is just the background for the committee. iit. 

With that preliminary background I feel that the committee is pre- 
pared to consider the recommendations of the Department of De- 
fense incorporated in title V of H.R. 4414. — <va ] 

We have as our first witness this morning the distinguished Sec- 
retary for Properties and Installations. _ 4 

I have had a lot of experience with this witness. As a member of 
the old Naval Affairs Committee, we learned to respect and admire 
this witness, in his dealing—his former association with a very fine 
operation, and our production at our oil reserves in California, and 
then and there we learned to have a lot of regard for the Secretary. 
That regard has not been affected. As a matter of fact, I think it 
has increased with those of us who have dealt with the Secretary. 
He doesn’t please me all the time, but—this is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Rivers. But he is a fine Secretary and he is doing a conscien- 
tious job. You do a fine job with a difficult problem, Mr. Secretary. 

We look forward to a fine association with you, as we have had in 
the past. 

I was hopeful when I transferred from the Real Estate Commit- 
tee to this committee, that I would get out of the real estate business. 
It looks like I am in it up to my neck, in these Reserve and National 
Guard facilities. But that is one of the responsibilities that goes 
with the committee, and we are going to do a good job with it. Be- 
cause I have a fine committee. I wish the whole membership were 
here. 

With that and nothing else, we will let you make your presentation. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

You have already indicated my identity. I am Floyd S. Bryant, 
Assistant Secretary of Defense, Properties and Installations. 

I am a little overwhelmed, Mr. Chairman, with your kindness in 
endorsing me so highly, and I hope I can live up to the reputation 
you have publicly assessed. 

In any event, I can say it has been a pleasure to work with you 
and your committees, whatever they may have been in the past, and 
are at the present. 

And I appreciate this opportunity today, notwithstanding the fact 
as you indicated, that this was perhaps a difficult day in which to 
secure a substantial attendance. 

As you indicated, which I think is going to help quite a little in 
understanding the rather concise statement that I have prepared 
and which historical background, by the way, Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
preciate, we are in the second year of a new approach to the identifi- 
cation of items with respect to the Reserve facilities requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. At that point, Mr. Secretary, the committee and the 
chairman, Mr. Vinson, is quite conversant with the fact that these 
Reserve forces are getting larger all the time. You take the 6-month 
program. We just got a bill out and we are going to get a rule on 
it and pass it through the House pretty soon. 
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The 6-months program is a very popular program for high-school 
students. That program is turning out Reserves in large numbers, 
When I say Reserves, I mean they go in both the National Guard— 
also the National Guard has that 6-months program. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And those services which utilize that philosophy have 
need for these facilities. That is why I am glad to see that the De- 
partment of Defense is sensitive to it. We have to provide them. 

Secretary Bryant. We will do our best, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. Go ahead, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. As I told you, I appreciate this opportunity 
to appear before your committee in behalf of the Department of De- 
fense to support title V of H.R. 4414, which contains the authoriza- 
tion required for facilities for all of the Reserve components of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force. A total of $56,993,000 of authorization 
for new projects, including expansions and alterations, is requested, 
divided as follows: $20,748,000 for the Army Reserve, $8,316,000 for 
the Army National Guard, $8,300,000 for the Naval and Marine Corps 
Reserves, $4,093,000 for the Air Force Reserve, and $15,536,000 for 
the Air National Guard. 

Before launching into a discussion of these authorization requests, 
a few brief remarks on the recent history of this program area may 
be helpful. 

I will divert at this moment to say that the chairman, as I orig- 
inally commented, has covered a good deal, if not all of this pre- 
liminary area that I am about to speak about. I don’t think the 
duplication will be harmful. 

acing hearings before this committee in the 1st session of the 85th 
Congress, the desire was expressed by the then chairman that, begin- 
ning with the fiscal year 1959, authorization for facilities for the 
Reserve forces be requested in the form of specific projects or so-called 
line items, thereby supplanting the general or consultation type au- 
thorization which had been the procedure since enactment of the 
National Defense Facilities Act of 1950. 

Last year’s bill, the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958, which 
became title VI of Public Law 85-685, was designed to effect that 
transition to line item authorization, and provided the first authori- 
zations for Reserve forces facilities under this system. While the 
new procedure has been in effect only for such a short period, it ap- 
pears to be working quite satisfactorily. It will be recalled that 
provision was made in that act for a carryover of project authoriza- 
tion previously obtained under the consultation procedure, to the 
extent that it could be liquidated during a 2-year period from funds 
previously appropriated. Under current execution plans, the bulk 
of that carryover authorization should be under construction within 
the first year of that period. 

In order to give the committee a concise view of the status of the 
construction program for the Reserve forces, the following summary 
is provided (all figures are in millions of dollars). 

I won’t take the trouble, Mr. Chairman, to repeat these. I believe 
ii are self-explanatory. 

he important aspects indicate the authorizations, the appropria- 
tions, the residual, the present proposed authorization, the increases 
in prior years’ authorization proposed by the fiscal 1960 bill, and so on. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Secretary, would you read one of those lines and 
explain one line across the board for us? 

ecretary Bryant. Explain what, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Read one of those lines across the board and explain it 
to us and then we can understand it. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. Let’s take, for example, the first column, 
the Army Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. The carryover authorization that we had into 
fiscal year 1959 was $28 million. 

We had authorized in Public Law 685 of the 85th Congress $5 
million, less appropriations through fiscal year 1959 of $29 million. 
Leaving a residual authorization to be available at the end of fiscal 
year 1959 of $4 million. 

Now we are proposing new authorization in the 1960 bill of $20,- 
700,000. 

Increases in prior year authorizations proposed by the fiscal 1960 
bill, which is before you, $100,000. 

Rescission of prior year authorizations proposed by the 1960 fiscal 
bill, nothing. 

Less the proposed 1960, fiscal 1960 appropriation, which is $20 
million, would leave a residual authorization to be available at the 
end of fiscal year 1960 of $4,800,000. 

May I interject to say at this point that this is not unusual, because 
we have found that there should be some latitude in carryover between 
the time of the completion of a fiscal year and the beginning of the 
next. And the amounts there, with the exception of that for the Na- 
tional Guard, which I will explain later, are as you will see, of modest 
denomination. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, at the end of fiscal 1960. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. At the termination of it, you are going to only ask for 
$4.9 million. 

Secretary Bryant. No, we will have available at that time, sir-—— 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, I see. ~ 

Secretary Bryant. In funds. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, I see. 

Secretary Bryant. In authorization—I beg your pardon, not in 
funds but in authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. In authorization. 

Secretary Bryant. $4.8 million worth of projects. 

Mr. Rivers. So then you will just be almost to the end of your 
program. 

Secretary Bryant. This, of course, will be revived by the line-item 
requests which will be made in the 1961 bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Right. 

Secretary Bryant. So that we will pick up this slack and go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers.’ What you are trying to get over to the committee is 
that you are trying to carry out the intent of Congress, and by getting 
down to the $4.8 million, it shows that you are practically 90 percent ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir; that is exactly right. We are trying 
to see that the authorization pileup is diminished to a degree that can 
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be properly handled. In this respect I think that these figures will 
illustrate a reasonable degree of success. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, we don’t want to have any misunderstanding, 
naturally. But what about it in our wisdom we decide to put in some 
extra installations. The other body last year put in an awful lot. 

This is off the record, what I am going to say now, and then I will 
pick up. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. So if we were to put in a few here and there, after good 
reason, would you continue to ignore that and not try to build them? 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think it is a question of 
ignoring. It is a question of attempting to fit those which are evolved 
in our process along with those which the Congress in its wisdom, 
chooses to add, into the program, because of the difficulty of fitting 
the manning requirements of these various areas into the new concept, 
the composition of troops. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you obligated any of those that were added to 
the bill last year? 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Deininger says “No.” Mr. Deininger is 
right. 

r. Rivers. What is the reason for us to have hearings on this? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, the reason, sir—I will attempt to answer 
that the best I can. 

(Secretary Bryant confers. ) 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Deininger, which I should know, in answer 
to your question, suggests that perhaps as I go along some of these 
will be answered. 

But I think that the chairman is entitled to as concise and sincere 
an answer from me at this time as I can give. I still want to point 
out that it wasn’t a matter of ignoring the suggestions of the Con- 
gress. It is a question of fitting these in within the capacity of the 
Army and in the case of the National Guard, the States involved, to 
come to agreement with respect to the location because of the composi- 
tion and requirements of these various areas involved for the Reserves. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you this question—I am just trying to de- 
esr? for the committee: Who is in charge of the Reserve pro- 
gram / 

i. Secretary Bryant. Well, in the case of the National Guard, 
rmy—— 

Mr. Rivers. Say the Reserve. We will start off with the Reserve. 
Who is in charge of the Army Reserve ? 

Secretary Bryant. The Army Reserve would be Major General 
Palladino. 

Mr: Rivers. Well, now, who presented—who handed you their pro- 
gram ? 

Secretary Bryant. Who handed this program—— 

Mr. Rivers. Yes; who gave their program to you? 

Secretray Bryant. Well, this is developed between the armed serv- 
ices, in each of the branches of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, with 
our own staff, as the best program that can be devised within the 
present requirements as they are defined. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, we recognize this. And we don’t want to be un- 
fair. We recognize you can’t have.any segment of the military out 
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of balance. You can’t go out here and give all the money to any one 
group. Like, for instance, we complained years ago about putting 
all the Air Force money in the SAC basket and strategic air power. 
What we have to have is a balance. We recognize that. And some- 
body to resolve these things and that is a hard job. That is why I 
say I sympathize with your program. And I recognize you can’t give 
the services everything they request. Somebody has to make a deci- 
sion. What I am getting at is, did you reduce all of them, say 5 per- 
cent, 10 percent, 15 percent? How did you go about it? I mean 
what was the final percentage approval that you gave to the services? 

Secretary Bryant. I don’t think I can answer it categorically. 
Perhaps you can, Mr. Deininger. It isn’t done that way. Mr. Dein- 
inger, who works closely with the services, perhaps can give you a 
more concrete answer. 

Mr. Detntncer. Mr. Chairman, any reduction that is made in the 
review of the programs by our office certainly are not done on a per- 
centage basis. They are done on a selective basis reviewing the merits 
of the individual projects and the material that is furnished by the 
services in support of each project and in discussion with the services 
trying to develop a program of those projects which most nearly meet 
the need that we proceed with only the highest priority requirements 
and keep them in proper priority with each other. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you mean by priority ? 

Mr. Derntnerr. Sir, I might illustrate it this way going back to 
your previous question, whether we had actually obligated any of the 
projects that are written into the bill last year by the Congress. 

The reason there were no projects in for the Army last year prior 
to the time they were written in by the Congress was that there was a 
considerable backlog of authorization and of funds for the Army 
program. It was sufficient to cover the obligation program for these 
facilities, in the obligation program as laid out across the board for 
the whole Department of Defense, and as it was allocated down to the 
particular program—the Army Reserve construction and Army Na- 
tional Guard construction. The amounts that were set up in the obli- 
gation program this year. They were covered by sufficient carryover 
from the previous year. 

Now, those were higher priority projects than the ones furnished 
to the committee last year and written into the bill. Those prior year 
projects which were of higher priority within the services and within 
the States as far as National Guard goes are the ones that the services 
are putting under construction this year, and with possibly some few 
individual exceptions they are regarded as higher priority. Generally, 
the manning situation at each one of these locations is better than 
for the projects that were written into the bill by the Congress. 

They are the next in priority, theoretically to go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. Which ones? 

Mr. Dernincer. The ones that were written into the bill last year. 

We will find in another part of Mr. Bryant’s statement an explana- 
tion of the fact that many of the projects for the Army Reserve and 
Army guard that are found in this proposal for the fiscal 1960 authori- 
zation bill actually were identified as locations in the list which was 
furnished the committees last June of that so-called carryover authori- 
zation. 
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Mr. Rivers. So they would have been in the program anyway, most 
of them ? 

Mr. Dernincer. They were in the program back at that time. As 
was explained when that list was furnished the committee, the letter 
explained that in the case of the Army—and this was because there 
were no projects in the recommended bill last year from Department 
of Defense—in the case of the Army, Mr. Bryant’s letter of trans- 
mittal on this list of carryover authorization pointed out to the com- 
mittee that the Army lists totaled up to more dollars than were avail- 
able for the construction. 

It was the availability of dollars which by the very language of the 
amendments to title 10 of the code that were in last year’s bill—it 
was the amount of money that actually determined the carryover 
authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, at the end of fiscal 1960 you will notice you will 
have $14 million left over for the National Guard. 

Secretary Bryant. This is authority. 

Mr. Rivers. What is that ? 

Secretary Bryant. This is authorization, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Authorization ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dernincer. That is authorization without money, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Why was that? What is the reason for that? 

Secretary Bryant. Part of it is to live within the overall budget of 
the Department and part of it is occasioned at times by a difference 
of approach or consideration by the appropriation authorities of the 


Congress—by the committees of the Congress. It is a combination. 
Mr. Rivers. Do we assume from that that = put more empha- 


sis—when you say you, those who prepare the budget and who direct 
you to live within it, put more emphasis on the Reserve than on the 
National Guard ? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

What we are trying to do—and I think later on you will find this 
also in my statement and with the charts attached—that the Reserve 
is substantially behind, percentagewise, in the facilities required as 
compared with the National Guard. 

That is a factor taken into consideration. But to my knowledge, 
no National Guard requirement which can be justified on the basis of 
existing strength—and I mean by real bodies rather than by paper 
estimate—has been ignored. 

At the risk of jumping a little bit—— 

Mr. Rivers. Maybe if I would let you finish your statement you 
would answer these questions. 

Secretary Bryant. I think many of them will be answered, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. I won’t interrupt you again. 

Secretary Bryant. It is quite all right, sir. 

This tabulation that I referred to on page 2 indicates that the 
amount or residual authorization is being held well within reasonable 
limits, except in the case of the Army National Guard, the reason 
for which will be discussed later. 

(The tabulation referred to follows:) 








Army Naval Air Force 
and 
Marine 
National! Corps Air Na- 
Reserve | Guard | Reserves| Reserve | tional 
Guard 











Carryover authorization into fiscal year 
9 


$16.5 0 
23.3 $12.0 
Less appropriations through fiscal year 
1959... 29.0 —21.8 € —9.6 








Residual authorization to be avail- 
able at end fiscal year 1959 ° 18.0 





New authorization proposed by fiscal 
year 1960 bill ; 8.3 

Increases in prior year authorization pro- 
posed by fiscal year 1960 bill 7 0 

Rescission of prior year authorization pro- 
posed by fiscal year 1960 bill 

Less proposed fiscal year 1960 appropria- 
tion 








Residual authorization to be available 


at end fiscal year 1960 14.2 1.0 ‘ ‘ 22.1 




















Secretary Bryant. Army Reserve Forces. As the committee is 
aware, both the Army Reserve and Army National Guard are under- 
going a major reorganization in order to aline their troop structures 
with the revised organizational structure of the Active Army. Ex- 
tensive studies are being made, concurrently as the reorganization 
plans are progressing, to reassess the overall facilities requirements 
of these two components, and every effort is being exerted to keep the 
construction programs correlated with the changes in the composi- 
tion of the components. 

For the Army Reserve, authorization proposed for fiscal year 1960 
comprises 62 new Army Reserve centers and approximately 75 proj- 
ects of the nature of additions to present centers. Of the 62 new 
centers, 52 are the 2 smallest standard sizes—with capacities of 100 
and 200 reservists, respectively—and are proposed for the smaller 
cities and towns throughout the country. The proposed projects 
other than the new centers are mainly additions of training and 
vehicle maintenance space which have been found to be essential to 
the training program. 

I may say, also, at this point, Mr. Chairman, that we have been ap- 
prised and we have. Personally I have always endorsed this and I am 
sure it is the concept of the Department of Defense generally, that 
these centers should be as widely distributed as possible. 

I think members of your own committee made special reference to 
this in previous hearings, to insure that there wasn’t too high a concen- 
tration of large facilities in large urban areas to the exclusion of 
facilities for smaller towns and cities. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I think that was brought out very well by the 
subcommittee. I know it was discussed in the big committee. I was 
on the conference and I will be on the conference this year. It was 
discussed in conference. It is a problem that has to be kept in mind. 
And that is a problem for you, and we recognize the problem. 

In these rural areas, it is not right to make these Reserves have to 
travel these long distances. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. And as nearly as possible—and T know all the com- 
mittee is sensitive to this. If you can distribute them and do it as 
quickly as you can and as much as you can, it will be a great help. 

In my own town, I notice they are constructing one of these things 
you are talking about—vehicle maintenance. I think they are build- 
ing it now, as an addition to the Reserve training there. I imagine 
it me prototype proposition, that you are doing to all of them, aren’t 
you? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What do those things cost ? 

Secretary Bryant. Would you answer that, please? 

Mr. Detnincer. For the smaller size centers, they run anywhere 
from about $26,000 up to $32,000, for this vehicle building. 

Mr. Rivers. And it is a part of the program to give all of them 
this vehicle training? 

Secretary Bryant. We are adding numbers, as I indicated in my 
previous paragraph, in that category, in addition to the construction 
of new centers. 

The fact that of the 62 new centers 52 are the two smallest stand- 
ard sizes, indicates the attempt to reach the smaller unit strengths. 

Now, for the Army National Guard, the proposed fiscal year 1960 
authorization comprises 45 new armories, 13 projects for conversion 
of present armories, and 5 nonarmory projects which are maintenance 
and supply-administrative facilities. The nonarmory projects com- 
prise less than 10 percent of the total dollar amount of the authori- 
zation requested for the Army National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. When you say “nonarmory” you are talking about 
maintenance and meals facilities. Would you call that logistics? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, you may, quite properly, sir. 

And those are the ones that I think you explained in your opening 
statement as distinguished from the Army armory types, where there 
is a 25 percent State support in addition to the land. As distin- 
guished from these nonarmory which are entirely Government funded. 

This has been to my knowledge a Laem apf recent type of require- 
ment which is growing and apparently is in demand. : 

But as I pointed out here, only 10 percent of the total dollar authori- 
zation requested for the Army Mational Guard is for this category of 
nonarmory projects. 

The major portion of the new authorization proposed for both 
Army Reserve and Army National Guard consists of pone which 
originally were contained in the so-called carryover of consultation- 
type authorization, and were listed in the data furnished to the 

rmed Services Committees of the House and Senate in June 1958. 
At that time it was pointed out that, for reasons of needed flexibility 
in the Army programs, the lists of projects totaled up to more than 
the appropriations available, and that only those projects which 
could be constructed within the limits of the available funds actually 
constituted “carryover authorization,” as subsequently provided in 
section 604 of Public Law 85-685. This facet is pointed out since, 
without a clear recollection of the effect of the law relative to the 
carryover, it might appear that duplication of project authorization 
is being sought this year. These unfundable residual items of the 
carryover list generally were of higher priority than were the projects 
written into the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958 by the Con- 
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gress, and therefore are proposed for authorization as line items in 
this year’s bill. This also accounts for the substantial amount of 
residual authorization shown for the Army National Guard in the 
foregoing tabulation. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, to interpolate a little there. Do I understand 
from that statement—I don’t like to interrupt. I just want to be 
sure I have it. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Rivers. That a lot of these written-in items appearing in this 
bill are your projects for this year. 

Secretary Saraies Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record. 

Discussion off the record.) 
ecretary Bryant. Now, if I may continue, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. Naval and Marine Corps Reserves. Nearly half 
of the $8.3 million of new project authorization proposed for these 
Reserve components is for essential additional facilities at established 
Naval Air Reserve installations which serve both Naval Reserve and 
Marine Corps Reserve aviation. The remainder is divided almost 
evenly between the Naval Surface Reserve, for five berthing piers and 
four training buildings, and the Marine Corps Reserve for five train- 
ing centers. The berthing facilities are essential requirements for the 
destroyer escort vessels assigned to the Selected Reserve program and 
are similar to several urgent projects which have been approved 
recently, with concurrent notification of the Congress, under the pro- 
visions of section 603(4) of Public Law 85-685, 86th Congress. 

Air Force Reserve components. The relatively small authorization 
proposed for the Air Force Reserve reflects —— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Secretary, I don’t want to interrupt you. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. When you said urgent projects for the Navy, could you 
tell us something about that, or is that classified ? 

Mr. Detnincer. As I understand your question, Mr. Chairman, you 
are referring to the statement about several urgent projects? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Dernincer. And you wish to know what the urgency was on 
them ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Detnincer. The Navy submitted these pier rehabilitation proj- 
ects tous. Generally it was for just that, a rehabilitation of a pier and 
providing some dockside utility services so they could tie up one of 
these destroyer escort vessels to be used by the reservists at the center. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Detnincer. And they have these vessels ready for assignment, 
already designated. They have a full crew on the vessel. It is in 
the interest of economy, of course, to get that vessel to this location 
and get it tied up so they can reduce the full crew, which will then be 
augmented by this Reserve group. 

Mr. Rivers. By the Reserves / 

Mr. Dernincer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand. 

Mr. Detnincer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. And they start those Reserve cruises pretty soon? 
Don’t they have most of them in the summer ? 

Mr. Dernincer. You are talking about the cruises? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Derninecer. I don’t know what their schedule is for that, sir. 
I wonder if—when Admiral Taylor appears before you, I am sure 
he can answer that for you. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to know. I am glad you explained it. 

Mr. Detntncer. I don’t know about the time schedule. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Secretary Bryant. I was speaking about the Air Force Reserve 
components. I said that the relatively small authorization proposed 
for the Air Force Reserve reflects the substantial fulfillment of the 
most urgent requirements for this component, and consists of a variety 
of operational and support facilities at eight locations, four of which 
are municipal airports and the remainder jointly utilized military 
airfields. 

For the Air National Guard, the proposed authorization consists 
of high-priority requirements for the operation and support of the 
Air National Guard aircraft at 20 locations, 3 aircraft control and 
warning facilities, 2 of which are located in the Territory of Hawaii, 
and site preparation for 1 new airfield. Of the 20 flying installations, 
16 are at civil airports and 4 at jointly utilized military airfields. 

Additional detailed information on the specific projects will be 
presented by representatives of the military departments during the 
examination of the items by your committee. _ : 

Certain general provisions are included in title V, which correspond 
to those contained in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act of 1958; 
namely, section 501(4). A provision for authorization of urgent 
projects made necessary by changes in assignment of weapons or 
equipment; section 503 which relates to certain provisions of existing 
law pertaining to execution of the projects; and section 505 which 

rovides for a limited degree of maory: | of costs indicated for the 
individual line items within the overall dollar totals for the respective 
Reserve component programs. 

That latter, of course, gentlemen, is a common practice in order to 
accommodate extra costs which develop higher than the estimates in 
individual facility projects, but which must be within the total overall 
dollar authorization for that respective program for the Reserve 
component involved. at ai nif 

Title V also contains provisions for correction of deficiencies in 
estimated costs of certain items in the Reserve Forces Facilities Act 
of 1958, as well as for the rescission of a number of projects at loca- 
tions which have been deleted from the stationing plans of the 
respective Reserve components. : : 

his is, of course, not a static but a fluid program in all of the areas 
of the Reserve requirements, and it is inevitable that some of these 


projects established sometime back as program requirements have to 
ave substitutions made. 


The rescission of projects is accompanied in most instances by a 
substitute requirement. 

Mr. Rivers. That is just the same as in the Navy where they have 
these onsite boards always reviewing, and the guard and the Reserves 





1485 


have gone through this reorganization which may require you to review 
your requirements. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. And at the instance of the services 
involved. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. And, of course, we understand that is inevitable. 

Secretary Bryant. That is inevitable, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Because of this pentomic setup for the Army and the 
various new things that are coming into being require reappraisal of 
commitments. 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. That is ineviatable. 

Secretary Bryant. Now, as I have indicated, represenatives of the 
military departments are here today to speak further in support of 
the authorization requested for the respective Reserve components. 
Unless the committee desires to direct questions to me at this time, 
I should like to introduce the Army, Navy, and Air Force principal 
witnesses who are here with members of their staffs to present and 
explain their portions of the program. 

Mr. Rivers. I think I have taken enough of your time. I am going 
to ask the committee if they have any questions. 

Mr. Morris, do you have any questions of the Secretary? I under- 
stand his is a general statement and the specifics may be answered by 
the witnesses themselves. But I would “ pleased if you have any 


questions of Mr. Bryant that you all pursue them as fully as you 
lease. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And mine will be very 

brief. I followed your statement very carefully and I am pleased. 


with it as apparently being a very fine statement. } 

I would just like to ask this one question. I notice you state that 
for the Army Reserve authorization proposed for fiscal year 1960, it 
comprises 62 new armory Reserve centers and approximately 75 
projects of the nature of additions to present centers. 

Now, for the Army National Guard, the proposed fiscal year 1960 
authorization comprises 45 new armories, 13 projects for conversion 
of present armories and 5 nonarmory projects, which are mainte- 
nance, supply, and administrative facilities. 

In other words, there are quite a few more for the Army Reserve 
than for the Army National Guard. , 

I do not ask this in a critica] way, but just for my own clarification 
and maybe it might help the committee, there are in numbers, as I 
understand it, more National Guardsmen than Army reservists, isn’t 
that true? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Over the country. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 7 

Mr. Morris. Why should there be fewer coming up for a larger 
group? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I started to talk about that, Mr. Con- 


gressman, earlier. 


Mr. Rivers. I think we touched on that, if you remember, Mr, Sec- 
retary. 


Secretary Bryant. Of the total requirements presently estimated 
for the guard—out of $191 million—we have only $20 million of fu- 
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ture requirements left, whereas with respect to the Reserve we have 
completed less than a third of the total requirements programed. 

r. Morris. In other words, you have more funds, then, on hand, 
or more authorization you say in the past for the National Guard 
than you have had for Reserves ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, yes. Even more than that, sir, we have 
built more relative to the requirements in the National Guard area 
than we have by far in the Reserve. 

Mr. Morris. Isee. That certainly explains it. 

I wasn’t trying to be critical. 

Secretary Bryant. No, I appreciate that. 

Mr. Morris. I was just trying to find out why. 

Secretary Bryant. We are trying to bring these Soom into a closer 
harmony, if you will, and degree of requirement completion. 

Mr. Morris. As far as I am personally concerned, I have no preju- 
dice one way or the other in favor of either group. I feel they are 
vitally essential to the defense of our Nation, both the regular Reserves 
and the Nationa] Guard. 

(Secretary Bryant nods.) 

Mr. Morris. But that does clear the matter up in my mind and I 
appreciate that statement. 

ecretary Bryant. Thank you, sir, very much. 

Mr. Chairman, the Department of the Army has Brig. Gen. L. E. 
Seeman, Director of Installations, Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff 
for Logistics, Maj. Gen. R. A. Palladino, Chief of Army Reserve and 
ROTC Affairs—and Maj. Gen. D. W. McGowan, Chief, Army Divi- 
sion, National Guard Bureau—and for the Navy, Rear Adm. J. MeN. 
Taylor, U.S. Navy, Assistant Chief of Naval Operations, Naval Re- 
serve. And supporting witnesses that he may call upon. 

Department of the Air Force, Brig. Gen. F. L. Vidal, Deputy As- 
sistant Chief of Staff for Air Force Reserve Affairs, and Maj. Gen. 
W. P. Wilson, Deputy Assistant Chief of Staff for Air National 
Guard Affairs. 

With your permission, then, Mr. Chairman, I will thank you for 
the privilege of appearing and leave the amplification to these other 
gentlemen. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir; I imagine you have something to do. 
If you have other business, you are excused. 

ecretary Bryant. Thank you so much. I appreciate it very much. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you. 

Mr. Statinsuex. The next witness is for the Army. 

Mr. Rivers. Have a seat, General. 

I see that our counsel has scheduled the Army first. Somebody has 
to be first. Everybody is first as far as we are concerned. But we 
have to start somewhere. As soon as we finish the Army we are goin 
to take up the Navy, which I have scheduled here. So I don’t thin 
it is necessary for the Navy to stay—how long will your presenta- 
tion, take, General ? 

Admiral Taytor. The presentation itself, sir, will take only a few 
minutes. Excuse me, I thought you were speaking to me. 

Mr. Rivers. If we can get you in this morning it might be a good 
thing. I don’t want to keep you and the captain for nothing. We 
want you to get your work done. At lot of it is down in South Caro- 
lina. Just have a seat a second. 
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Now, how long will it take you, General ? 

General Sreman. It shouldn’t take more than 20 or 25 minutes, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think it will take us an hour to finish the Army, 
don’t you think? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think the Army will consume the morning. 

Admiral, I dislike to have an afternoon meeting, but we have to 
oress on. If the committee will meet with me this afternoon—and 
it doesn’t take too much of your time—I have the best committee on 
earth and I worked them to death on the Reserve program. We have 
resolved the Reserve program by legislation.’ If you could come back 
this afternoon, Admiral, we will excuse you until then. What about 
that, Captain Corradi? 

Captain Corrapr. We will return at 2, if that is the hour. 

Mr. Rivers. We don’t want to keep you around here doing nothing. 
So we will excuse you. And also the Air Force. There is no need 
for you all to be around here unless you want to. 

Admiral Taytor. Thank you, sir. We will be here at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Now, go ahead, General. I am sorry to interrupt. The Chairman 
sent for me on another matter. 

General Szeman. Thank you, sir. As Secretary Bryant stated, I 
am Brig. Gen. L. E. Seeman, Director of Installations, Office of the 
Deputy Chief of Staff, Logistics, the Department of Army. I am 
to present the Army portion of title V of the military construction 
authorization program for fiscal year 1960. I will cover the general 
aspects of the bill, the Army National Guard and Army Reserve 
representatives will cover the detailed discussion in this respective 
program. 

y presentation is broken up into four sections: 

One, to describe how the Army establishes the requirements for con- 
struction necessary for the administration and training of the Re- 
serve components. 

Second, to give an accounting of the $250 million appropriated to 
the Army from fiscal year 1951 through fiscal year 1959 for Reserve 
components construction and to explain what we seek to accomplish 
with this current request. 

Third, to analyze our future construction requirements as we now 
know them. 

Fourth, to cover joint utilization of facilities by the several Reserve 
components. 

The long-range requirements for facilities are derived from the Re- 
serve components troop structure planned for and authorized by the 
Secretary of Defense and in consonance with plans of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff. The Reserve troop program is a listing of National Guard 
and Army Reserve categories of units which the Army will mobilize 
in event of an emergency. 

— the revised troop structure was announced by the Chief of 
Staff on September 30, 1958, it will be several months before a sta- 
tioning plan, to include a facilities list based on the new troop distri- 
bution, can be developed. The Army, however, plans to utilize all 
adequate, both existing and programed, facilities for the revised troop 
structure. 
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Construction requirements for the Army Reserves are determined 
as follows: 

The Army Reserve units are allocated to the Army commanders who 
in turn “station” these ynits in towns and cities only after determining 
that there are sufficient numbers of participating reservists to fill the 
units to authorized strengths. The Army commanders survey their 
facility requirements and develop plans in consonance with Depart- 
ment of the Army construction standards and space criteria for hous- 
ing the Army Reserve units in their particular Army area. 

The construction requirements for the National Guard are computed 
in a different manner. The Army does not assign National Guard 
units to the States. The units are offered by the Army for acceptance 
by the States. Before accepting, the States consider their capability 
to man, house, and train the offered units. 

_ Standard plans have been prepared by the Army for construction of 
Army National Guard and Army Reserve facilities. These plans, 
including space criteria and construction standards, have been re- 
viewed and accepted by the Department of Defense and the Bureau 
of the Budget. The States are not required to adhere to these criteria 
for their National Guard armories. 

- However, Federal contributions to the States for National Guard 
facilities are limited by the approved space criteria and construction 
standards previously mentioned. Where the States exceed these stand- 
ards they pay 100 percent of the additional costs. 

I might interject here. As the chairman mentioned before, the 
standard is 25 percent shared by the States plus the land and then 75 
percent shared by the Federal Government for a National Guard 
armory. 

Mr. Rivers. In the construction of an armory for a particular 
State, they submit the plans to you and you accept them as a minimum / 

General Seeman. They submit the plans for review by the National 
Guard Bureau. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General Sreman. And those part of the plans which may exceed 
the approved standard criteria by the Department of Defense—the 
States pay for 100 percent of wherever they exceed. That is to allow 
the States and the various communities who participate in many of 
these armories to build and fulfill some other local requirement they 
might have. 

Mr. Rivers. So the construction of an armory—when we see an 
armory going up, you may only pay one-third of it, possibly. I 
mean it wouldn’t happen, but it could. 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

General McGowan, I believe, will be able to address himself more 
particularly to it. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Seeman. The actual building that you see there may have 
varying degrees of participation by Federal and local interests because 
of this feature. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t control the architecture. They can build 
any kind of architecture they please. 

General Seeman. If it exceeds the criteria they pay for it, and it is 
approved by the National Guard Bureau. 


nan 


i} 
use 
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Mr. Rivers. Your approval, then, is nothing more than a perfunc- 
tory sort of a thing? : 

General Sreman. No, sir. It is a review to determine how much of 
it actually is in compliance with the approved criteria and standards. 

Mr. Rivers. It is like the Federal Highway Act. You keep track 
of it so the funds will be spent in good faith. “You do that; don’t you? 

General Seeman. And so the Federal Government will not con- 
tribute any more than is legally authorized and appropriated. 

Mr. Rivers. Isee. Go ahead. 

General Seeman. In addition to armories and centers, standard de- 
signs have also been prepared for nonarmory support facilities, in- 
cluding storage, administrative, maintenance, and summer training 
facilities, which are funded 100 percent federally. 

I turn now to the second section of my presentation to account for 
the $250 million appropriated from fiscal year 1951 through fiscal year 
1959 for Reserve component construction : 

Of the $250 million appropriated so far by the Congress for the 
Reserve construction program of the Army, approximately $200 mil- 
lion was obligated during the period fiscal year 1951-58 to construct 
1,050 National Guard armories, 231 National Guard nonarmory 
projects, and 305 Army Reserve centers. 

For fiscal year 1959 the Army program did not contain any request 
for authorization or new obligational authority. However, the Con- 
gress authorized an additional $23.3 million in line items for the Army 
National Guard and $5 million for the Army Reserve. The Congress 
appropriated $5.25 million and $1 million for the Army National 
Guard and the Army Reserve, respectively. The Department of 
the Army financial plan, fiscal year 1959 does not include utilization 
of these authorizations and funds. The $51 million available funds 
remaining for obligation after fiscal year 1958 are being utilized in 
fiscal year 1959 and planned for fiscal year 1960 as shown in the follow- 
ing tabulation which takes into consideration the use of the 1959 
appropriations and proposed fiscal year 1960 appropriations: 

This tabulation is similar to a tabulation which appears in Mr. 
Bryant’s statement. I will not repeat it in detail, but subject to the 
approval of the chairman I will go down one column to follow 

Mr. Rivers. All right. We had the armory. 

Let’s take the nonarmory and get that in our head. 

General Sreman. These nonarmory projects are the ones funded 100 
percent by the Federal Government in their administrative, mainte- 
nance, supply, and support activities to the armory. 

Mr. Wamrter. Mr. Chairman, is this strictly rented facilities you 
use for this nonarmory purpose? 

General Sreman. No, sir; they are constructed. 

Mr. Wampter. It is constructed. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you had a carryover of $6.4 million ? 

General Srrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And you didn’t get any appropriation because you had 
the money; is that correct ? 

General Srrman. That is correct. In fiscal 1959 the Congress ap- 
propriated $5.3 million for the armories but there was no comparable 
nonarmory appropriations, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. I see. Now the transfer of funds, that just means you 
transfer the funds from last year. 

General Szreman. Yes, sir. To keep the program in balance, there 
was an excess of funds available in the nonarmory category and they 
were transferred to the armory category. ; 

Mr. Rivers. Is that the transfer after line item? Can you do that? 
You transfer it from an armory to a nonarmory ? 

_ General Szeman. It was transferred from a nonarmory to armory 
in accordance—— 

Mr. Rivers. Transfer from nonarmory to armory. 

General Seeman. You can do it in reverse, too. It is still in the 
National Guard program, to keep the facilities in balance to the desires 
of the National Guard Bureau. 

Mr. Rivers. And you can do that under the law? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

There was sufficient authorization available, and that adjustment 
could be made within our flexible provisions. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you had some money given to you by the Appro- 
priations Committee to do some building, by your statement. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And that money is still in the Treasury. The Budget 
won't let you use it; is that right? 

General Seeman. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The Budget will not let you use it. 

General Sreman. Well, it hasn’t been apportioned yet, sir. It is 
included in this table as available over our construction program 
for this fiscal year and next fiscal year. It is included in our overall 

rogram. 
P r. Rivers. Do you know when you can get your hands on it? 

Mr. WinstEap. He doesn’t know, it appears to me. 

General Seeman. We hope—we have apportionment requests pre- 
pared to be able to use this when our program develops to the point 
where it would be necessary. 

Mr. Rivers. If you had that money now, could you use it ? 

General SremaAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, it is necessary now. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. I don’t think you should press him. This thing 
has been going on. 

Mr. Rivers. I know. 

Mr. Winsteap. You know we have been in this committee with 
Mr. Brooks for years and years. No; he can’t get his hands on it 
and he can answer your question because they won’t let him have it. 

Have you used all the Defense Department has approved for you? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; it is planned and scheduled for use. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. I had a lot of trouble with the Army wanting 
certain armories here for National Guard and Reserve organizations. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Even the Defense Department held you up. Then 
the budget held you up, the Bureau of the Budget. Pardon me, Mr. 
Chairman, for interrupting but we have been going over the same 
hump for years and years and years and years and I don’t know 
whether you will ever get the money or not. 
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Mr. Cuamperiain. Mr. Chairman, could I inquire, being new to 
the committee here ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir; go right ahead. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The reason that was assigned by the Bureau of 
the Budget, why the funds aren’t available? 

General Seeman. It is a definition of the chairman’s use of the 
word “necessary,” sir. We could use it in this program but to fit 
in the overall program of the Defense Department and the Depart- 
ment of the Army, keeping all the programs in balance and all of our 
expenditure and obligation programs in balance, decisions are made 
that that is the limit to which we can go. 

Mr. Winsreap. Years ago they came up here and requested a cer- 
tain amount of money for armories for National Guard and for Re- 
serve units, when we had the stampede on in 1955, about building up 
such a terrific reserve, and all through the years. They appropriated 
money and all the money was available except that. It is not your 
fault because you can’t get your hands on it. I think the Army 
wanted to get the money but couldn’t get it. But I hope you will 
press on it with whoever 1s responsible and get the money. 

Mr. CuamsBer.ain. How much is available? 

General Szeman. The appropriations made by the Congress last 
year were six and a quarter million dollars for the Army Reserve 
Forces program, five and a quarter for the National Guard and one— 
just for the Reserves I believe. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. These are the funds that you can’t get, that the 
Bureau of the Budget won’t let you have ? 

General Sreman. That is right, they have not been apportioned yet. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Where do they show up in this chart here, if 
they do? 

xeneral SrEMan. Appropriation in fiscal 1959—the second line item 
across the page; $5.3 million for the National Guard armory cate- 
gory, $1 million for the Reserve category, total 6.3. 

r. Rivers. Let’s get that straight, what Mr. Chamberlain has 
asked you. It isa very important question. 

There is $6.3 million that has been authorized. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Appropriated and made available, that you can’t get, 
that is in your program that has been approved. 

General SreMAN. Yes, sir; it is 

Mr. Rivers. Is that a fair statement ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir; 6.3 is the rounded figure. The actual 
numbers, by the Congress, were 6.25. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chamberlain, this is a part of it. Was that your 
program or was that program written into the law by the Congress? 

General Sreman. These were added in during the hearings and the 
action of the Congress last year. 

Mr. Rivers. None of this was your program that you generated ? 

General Seeman. It was not part of our program as we presented 
it to the Congress. 

, =. Rivers. Not $1 of this $6.3 million was money that you asked 
or! 

General Sreman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. May I pursue that? 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute, now. 
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Did any of the money that you asked and were permitted to ask 
for—was any of that held up? 

General Seeman. Last year the Army presented no request for new 
authorization or new appropriations in the Reserve Forces category, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Why didn’t you? 

General Szeman. There was sufficient authorization and funds 
available carryover to carry on a balanced program. 

Mr. Winsreap. Why was it sufficient? You couldn’t get it the 
previous year or the Army didn’t care to use it? 

General Seeman. Within the overall scope of the defense program 
and budget, it was deemed that the Reserve Forces facilities program 
could carry on with the available authorization and funds available. 

Mr. Winsreap. If I recall correctly, the Army felt like they needed 
the money and they wanted to carry on this program, but in the over- 
all budget they were not privileged to request or carry out their type 
of program. 

eneral Szeman. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s get back to Mr. Chamberlain. 

General Szeman. As we will later show we still have unfulfilled 
requirements which we in this particular program 

Mr. Winsteap. How much money would it take if you constructed 
all the armories that the Army has approved, that is now pending 
before the Defense Department ? 

General Seeman. Later on, sir, I address myself specifically to that. 

Mr. Rivers. I want Mr. Chamberlain—I didn’t mean to take the 
ball away from him, because he doesn’t ask any questions. I 
apologize. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I assume then that this $6.3 million was au- 
thorized and sppropriated and was earmarked for certain specific 
projects—right ? 

General Seeman. It was supported by specific line items. 

Mr. Cuampertain. Now, what have you done? Abandoned those 
projects completely ? 

General Sreman. No, sir. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Or are you coming back here now asking for 
another authorization, more appropriation or what? 

General Sreman. No. 

Mr. Cuampertatn. The funds are there and you are just wanting 
them to be made available and then you will go ahead with those 
projects. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. They are integrated, I believe, as Mr. 
Bryant suggested, in the overall priority list of the various 

Mr. Rivers. You will get to them this year under this bill? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So what we have been saying, Mr. Winstead and my- 
self and Mr. Chamberlain, is that that $6.3 million will probably be 
spent this year. 

General Sreman. Oh, yes, sir. It is included in our plan for fiscal 
year 1960. ; ‘ t 

Mr. Rivers. So Congress in its wisdom in adding those projects 
rendered a good service? 

General SrEeMAN. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. How do you know you are going to get this 
$6.3 million this year if it has been held up? 

General Sreman. We have been told when we are ready for it and 
can carry it—— 

Mr. CuaMper.aINn. It will be made available? 

General Szeeman. Will be considered for apportionment, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We didn’t add these things in the House. Most of 
them were added over in the other body, if my memory serves me 
correctly. Isn’t that true? 

General Sreman. I believe it was joint action as a result of both 
Armed Services Committees. 

Mr. Rivers. I was on the conference and I never saw them until we 
got in conference. 

General Srrman. I believe it was during the House action, sir, 
that we were asked to submit additional lists. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that right? 

Mr. Winsteap. Yes, that is right. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, may I approach this? 

Will this amount of money give you enough money to build all 
the armories you want to build, and a lot of the States appropriated 
money years ago that haven’t been matched yet, if I understand it 
correctly. 

Now, will that amount of money give you enough money to do what 
you want todo? Iam not trying to put you on the spot. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WrinsTEAp. But we don’t know how to legislate unless we know 
what we are doing. If I understand this thing correctly, the States 
have honestly wanted them and have the money and cooperated the 
best they could but it has been frozen by the Defense Department or 
the Bureau of the Budget or for some reason you just haven’t been 
able to get it. Now, the States went ahead and appropriated a good 
bit of money scattered throughout the country a few years ago to 
build these armories. That money is probably still available. Will 
that $6 million meet the needs of your program ¢ 

General Seeman. This $6 million 

Mr. Winsreap. According to the Army. I think you have a right 
to testify as to what you requested. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. I am not trying to get you in a controversy here, 
between what you were told you can say and can’t say. I know you 
can’t do certain things. But I am trying to get at what the facts are. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. This $6 million appropriated last year, 
plus what we plan to request in appropriation this year, $31 mil- 
lion, will carry on our program. 

Mr. Winsteap. It will carry out your program ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. You feel like you can safely do it within the next 
year? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. You had a list that was submitted. That list was 
reduced by somebody down the line. So that is all you can get. 

General SreMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You just have to cut out some of these things. 
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General Sreman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have that list ? i 

General Szeman. Yes, sir, we have the justification backup books 
from both the Guard and Reserve representatives. ; 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have a copy of the list you submitted ? 

General Seeman. I do not have it with me, no. 

Mr. Rivers. Would it be wishful thinking if we asked you if you 
ean find it? , 

General SreMAN. We can furnish it to the committee if the Chair- 
man so desires. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the pleasure of the committee? I would like 
to look at it. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. So would I. 

Mr. Rivers. Would you please furnish that? 

General Seeman. We will be pleased to supply it for the record. 


MaAkc8H 11, 1959. 
Hon. L. MENDEL RIvERs, 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Mr. Rivers: This is in reference to the hearings of your subcommittee on 
February 27, 1959, in regard to the Army portion of title V of the bill H.R. 4414, 
“Reserve Facilities Act of 1959.” 

In the hearing, the committee requested of the Army witnesses, Major General 
McGowan, Major General Palladino, and Brigadier General Seeman, certain data 
‘and lists of projects pertaining to the Army National Guard and the Army 
Reserve not contained in H.R. 4414. I have been informed that your committee 
requested the following: (1) a list of projects which were submitted by the 
Army for fiscal year 1960, other than those appearing in bill H.R. 4414; (2) a 
list of Army National Guard projects similar to that submitted to the committee 
last year; and (3) a list of Army Reserve projects. The total of these latter 
two lists would be over and beyond the requested authorization for fiscal year 
1960. : 

The Army Staff, in compliance with your request, has submitted lists of projects 
to me for transmittal to you. In reviewing the list I find additional projects 
totaling $24.7 million, all considered qualified projects but not in the same high 
priority as the projects contained in tital V of H.R. 4414 submitted to the 
Congress by the Department of Defense on February 10, 1959. 

I would like to invite your attention to the imbalance in the reserve facilities 
program of the Army which was primarily brought about when the Congress 
authorized projects in fiscal year 1959 amounting to $28.3 million against which 
only $6.25 million of funds were appropriated in fiscal year 1959. These authori- 
zations were for projects of a lower order of priority than authorizations out- 
standing from prior years. Since the appropriations were beyond the President's 
budget for fiscal year 1959, they have been phased to follow the execution of 
those projects already in the approved funding plan for fiscal year 1959. Thus, to 
the extent budgetary limitations allow, the fiscal year 1959 authorizations appear 
in our 1960 proposed funding plan. In my view, therefore, of the congressional 
authorizations in fiscal year 1959, there is a very substantial difference between 
appropriations and valid authorizations already outstanding coupled with the 
new authorizations now in bill H.R. 4414. 

The projects listed in the inclosures are submitted in accordance with your 
request. I do not ask authorization for the additional projects nor for the funds 
to construct them. Further authorizations, without a corresponding increase 
in appropriations above the request contained in the President’s budget, would 
hinder rather than assist the orderly progress of the Reserve facilities program. 

Sincerely yours, 
WILBuR M. Brucker, Secretary of the Army. 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 


Armed Services Subcommittee No. 8, fiscal year 1960 authorization program 


Armories (138 projects) $19, 284, 000 
Nonarmory (21 projects) 3, 768, 500 








Total ---. 23, 052, 500 











Estimated 
Federal cost 





Alabama 
Birminghem (Med)! 
New Brockton ! 
Abbeville 
Alaska: Anchorage ! 
Arizona: Casa Grande 
Arkansas 


California: 
Various locations 
Epcondide 


Colorado: s: Gresley 
Florida: Jacksonville 
Georgia: 
Savannah ! 
Gainesville ! 
Lavonia. 
Hawaii: 


4 
tea locations. - 


Drigg: 
Illinois: Various locations. 
Indiana: 

os 


y: 
a gee Sst le et CEI Siopcpereaepa 


Bowling Green !_.. 
Paducah ! 
Russellville 1. 


St. Matthews !____ 


Maine: Watervitio 


Maryland: 
Baltimore (Dundalk) ! 
Various locations 
Massachusetts: 
Leominster !__- 
ee.-- 


St. Paul (west central) ! 
Various locations 
Mines ippi: 


Quitman !__- 


Durant !__ 


Misso 


Springfield 
Montana: 
Plentywood joe 
Butte !___- 
Lewistown 
Anaconda. 


See footnote at end of table. 


isnt and MVSB 
5-unit-p! 


2-unit-plus-exp 
Projects under $50,000 


.| 2-unit-plus 


4-unit-plus 


l-unit and MVSB 
1-unit-plus 


2-unit and MVSB 
Projects under $50,000 


5-unit-plus 
Projects under $50,000 





a 
eSg38 


ae 
En om Ss 


BS: 


t et het 
BERESE 5 


- >. 


SS38z 


REE 
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Armory projects—Continued 





Type 


Estimated 
Federal cost 





Nebraska: 
maha ! 


5-unit-plus and MVSB 





Crete -.. 





a" and MVSB 














New Hampshire: Dover. 
New Jersey: 
Cape May Courthouse ! 
Riverdale ! 
Dover !____ 














West Orange. -..-.-...-.-.. 


Various locations 





New Mexico: 
oswell ! 


Silver City! 
New York: 


th Carolina: 

Elizabeth City ! 
Benson ! 

Mount Olive ! 

Kings Mountain 
Beulaville 

— City-Spindale-__ 














1-unit and MVSB 
5-unit 
2-unit-_- 





2-unit -.- 








4-unit. 








Pennsylvania: 
Johnstown !. 





Harrisburg 

Lehighton 

Various locations 
Puerto Rico: 








it. 
Projects under $50,000 





syne. a 








San German !_.- 








Bayamon ! 
South Carolina: 











Inman !_- 





Jonesville !_- 





Clemson. - - 
Myrtle Beach 
Charleston 
Beaufort 








South Dakota: Mobridge 
Tennessee: 
ilan 1... 











Morristown 

Various locations 
Texas’ 

Donna !. 





Levelland 
Angleton. 





Carthage- 











Utah: Beaver--- 





Vermont: 
Enosburg Falls ! 
Vergennes 
Montpelier-Barre 
Various locations. 


ginia: 

meer 

Martinsvi 
Washington: Colville i 


it 
1-unit and MVSB 
3-unit-plus and MVSB 
Projects under $50,000. 





See footnote at end of table. 





$450, 000 
115, 000 
115, 000 


140, 000 


250, 000 
250, 000 
250, 000 
75, 000 
60, 000 


200, 000 
57, 000 
60, 000 


52, 000 
46, 000 
55, 000 
47, 000 
90, 000 


105, 000 
105, 000 


165, 000 


160. 000 
335, 000 
375, 000 
120, 000 
215, 000 
170, 000 


140, 000 
91, 000 
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Armory projects—Continued 





Location Estimated 
Federal cost 





West Virginia: 
Princeton ! 
Ronceverte ! 
Charleston 
Hinton 

Wisconsin: 
Milwaukee ! 
Tomahawk ! 


Burlington 
Wyoming: Cody 


Total (138 units) 











1 Included in H.R. 4414, Feb. 11, 1959, 
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ANNEX A. SPECIFIC LOCATIONS OF ARMORY PROJECTS UNDER $50,000 





Location 


Type 


Estimated 
Federal cost 























2-unit-expansion 


§-unit-expansion 














hn Illinois _ - 








Marylan 
+ 
































Northfield 





Red Wing 








Princeton _ _-- 





Brainerd... 





Total, Minnesota 





New Jersey: 
Bridgeton - 





Elizabeth 





Trenton Field Arty 
West Orang 





Trenton (ee City Airport) 
Total, New Jersey 




















Pennsylvania: 
Ligonier 
Lockhaven. 








Hazleton 





Bethlehem-. 





Total, Pennsylvania 











Chattanooga 
Jackson 





Shelbyville 


Vermont: 
Rutland 





St. Albans 


1 unit expansion 
2 unit expansion 
unit expansion 





2 unit expansion 
8 unit expansion 
5 unit expansion 
8 unit expansion 
2 unit expansion 








Total, Vermont 
Grand total __ 

















$25, 000 


42, 500 
42, 500 


85, 000 


nBore 


s 
8/SS8s 8) ssses 


-_ 
a) +... 
—] Ssss 
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Nonarmory projects 





Location 


Type 


Estimated 
Federal 
cost 





Alabama: Montgomery. -.--------------------- wee slo. supply and mainte- 
ies. 


Delaware: Various locations 
Florida: Camp Blanding 
Georgia: 

Fort $e 


Ms ecsnchusetin: 
Cambridge 


Lynn 
earn Camp Shelby 
Montan 

Fort William H. Harrison. 


New Jersey: 

Jersey City! 

Camp Drum ! 
New Mexico: Santa Fe 
North Carolina 

Raleigh (Camp Butner) 

Raleigh-Dunham Airport 
North Dakota: Bismarck ! 
West Virginia: 


Haywerd 1 
Various locations 2 


Total 


nance f 
Maintenance facilities. 
Supply facilities 


Training facilities 
Maintenance facilities 


Maintenance facility 
Maintenance facilities 
Training facilities 


Administrative facilities 
dara facilities 











$235, 000 


85, 000 
262, 000 


391, 000 
95, 000 


63, 000 
50, 000 
391, 000 
235, 000 
62, 000 
49, 000 
308, 000 
187, 000 
89, 000 
215, 000 
57, 000 
48, 000 
158, 000 
269, 000 
52, 000 





1 Included in H.R. 4414, Feb. 11, 1959. 


2 For specific locations see attached list (annex B). 


ANNEX B. NONARMORY PROJECTS, LESS THAN $50,000 





Location 


Type 


Estimated 
Federal cost 





Alabama, Linden 
Arkansas, West Memphis- -- 
Florida, St. Augustine 


Michigan, Dowagiac 
Minnesota, Cloquet -- 
Mississippi, Drew. 

Missouri, St. Joseph 

New Mexico, Spree. 


Pennsylvania, Scranton 
Rhode Island eoathons to be determined) -- 
Texas, Lubbock 


Total (17 projects) 








“An 


SSSSS 








g | ssgssgegeesegsegs 


3 
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Additional projects submitted at the request of Subcommittee No. 3, Armed Services 
Committee, House of Representatives, to bring the total projects to $35 million 





. Facility size 
Location Cost 





ARC (unit) | MS (bay) 





Alabama: Opp 
Arizona: 
SE eric dihiwarsunaswneskeonsned 
Phoenix 
Arkansas: 
Camden 
Jonesboro 
California: 
North Hollywood 
Pasadena. 
San Francisco. - -- 
Santa Maria 
Colorado: Boulder. 
Delaware: Lewes-Fort Miles. -__-_...-.....----------------- 
Florida: 
Gainesville 
Lakeland. 
Miami (Coral Gables) 
Miami (North) 
Tilinois: Marion 
Indiana: Lafayette 
Towa: 


Cedar Rapids. 
i SEE eee neem ewe lta aden ee 
Kansas: 
Hutchinson. 
Independence 
Kentucky: Louisville. 
Louisiana: Houma. 
Maine: Lewiston-Auburn 
Massachusetts: Boston-Allston 
Michigan: Pontiac. 
Minnesota: 
Cambridge 
Walk 


-_ 


$26, 000 


29, 000 
573, 000 


aon 


152, 000 
152, 000 


526, 000 
61, 000 
574, 000 
168, 000 
288, 000 
30, 000 


52, 000 
52, 000 
52, 000 
492, 000 
168, 000 
61, 000 


501, 000 
160, 000 
29. 000 
29. 000 
58, 000 
152, 000 
551, 000 
679, 000 
551, 000 


32, 000 
32, 000 
32, 000 

















Mississippi: 


Vicksburg. -- 52, 000 


Nebraska: Lincoln. 
New York: 
Elmira. 
Hempstead. 
Niagara Falls 
North Carolina: 
Durham.._. 
Fayetteville ---- 
Winston-Sale: 
Oregon: Hillsboro 
Pennsylvania: Philadelphia-.-- 
South Dakota: Aberdeen 
Tennessee: 
Johnson City- 


Kin, 

West Virginia: 
Bluefield 
Clarksburg. - 

Wisconsin: 
Madison... 
Marinette 









































OO NH NWN HWW NWO WON Hee BOR WR Oe Or WR Oto me Otto Re 

















Grand total 
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Listing of Army National Guard projects in the fiscal year 1960 program 
proposed by the Department of the Army 


A. Projects which were approved by the Department of Defense and 
included in H.R. 4414: 


Consultation projects : 
Armory, 42- 
Nonarmory, 5. 








Total 





New: 
Armory, 16 
Nonarmory 








Total 





Grand total 





B. Fiscal year 1959 (Public Law 85-685) line-item authorizations being 
utilized in fiscal year 1960 within budgetary limits: 


Armory, 438 
Nonarmory, 6 











C. Projects submitted to Department of Defense for authorization in 
fiscal year 1960 but disallowed and not included in final authoriza- 
tion list submitted to the Congress: 


Armory: 

Arkansas: Little Rock, 4-unit plus 
Florida: Panama City, 1-unit plus 
Hawaii: Honolulu, 3-unit plus 
Iowa: Boone, 4-unit plus 

Kansas: Smith Center, 1-unit plus 
Michigan: Lansing, 4-unit 
West Virginia: Hilton, 1-unit plus, and MVSB 
Wisconsin: Fort Atkinson, 1-unit__ 


























8 projects 


Nonarmory: 
New Mexico: Santa Fe, CFMS__ 
North Carolina: Camp Butner, CFMS 
Wisconsin: 

Eau Claire, OMS 
Wausau, OMS 














4 projects 
Total 19, 186 


Listing of Army Reserve projects in the fiscal year 1960 program proposed by the 
Department of the Army 


A. Line-item projects in H.R. 4414 consisting of 62 USARC’s, 76 

additions to USARC’s and land $20, 716, 000 
B. Fiscal year 1959 (Public Law 85-685) line-item authorization 

being utilized in fiscal year 1960 within budgetary limitations 

(enclosure 1) 4, 259, 000 
C. New projects denied by Department of Defense 0 




















24, 975, 000 





1502 


DISCUSSION 


1. In March 1958, the Chief, U.S. Army Reserve and ROTC Affairs received 
budget guidance that the new obligation authority for U.S. Army Reserve con- 
struction in fiscal year 1960 would be $35 million. 

2. In December 1958, the Department of the Army submitted a line-item list 
based on the President’s budget of $20 million new obligation authority plus 25 
percent overprograming for a total of $25 million. 

3. Enclosure 1 is a line-item list of 20 projects, including a land item, which is 
proposed for construction during fiscal year 1960. These projects were approved 
in Public Law 685 by the 85th Congress, the Reserve Facilities Act of 1958. 


Fiscal year 1959 (Public Law 85-685) line-item authorization being utilized in fiscal 
year 1960 within budgetary limitations 





Facility size 
Location 





ARC (unit) MS (bay) 








California: San Jose (1)... $32, 000 
Illinois: Galesburg 1 168, 000 
New York: 


176, 000 
Canandaigua 176, 000 

OS at eter ens 2. 3 551, 600 
lo: 


168, 000 
arren 302, 000 
Oklahoma: 


Durant. 160, 000 
Oklahoma City 2 501, 000 

Pennsylvania: 
136, 000 


168, 000 
117, 000 
152, 000 


160, 000 
160, 000 


176, 000 
176, 000 
551, 000 


4, 259, 000 









































1 Improvement to existing facility. 


Mr. Rivers. Last year, I didn’t see that list until I got in conference. 
Of course, I was not on Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee. I was on Mr. 
Kilday’s subcommittee. But that committee was well represented 
by people like Mr. Winstead—I don’t know about Mr. Morris. Were 
you on Mr. Brooks’ subcommittee last year ? 

Mr. Morris. Last year. 

Mr. Rivers. I know of two members, and, of course, these other 
members. 

I think it would be good reading. What percentage did you get 
out of your list?: Thirty percent? 

General Seeman. I don’t remember. I haven’t a figure at hand, 
sir. We will supply that along with the list. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. 

Now, let’s goahead. Are you finished, Mr. Chamberlain? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

General Seeman. We were going down the column of nonarmory 
projects in the tabulation on page 4. 

Mr. Rivers. I think we got—we passed that 3.1. 
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General Srrman. Yes, sir. 

The total funds available, then, in that particular category, are 3.3, 
and estimated direct obligations in fiscal 1959, the current fiscal year, 
are $2 million. 

Mr. Rivers. That only runs until July, doesn’t it ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir; which means that there will be a carry- 
over from fiscal 1959 into fiscal 1960 of 1.3 of available funds in this. 

Mr. Rivers. Why is that? 

General Seeman. That is to carry over certain of the money, to be 
able to carry on a level program. 

Mr. Rivers. $3 million isn’t much, you know. 

General Sreman. No, sir; it isn’t. 

Mr. Rivers. You mean to say you can’t obligate over $2 million out 
of $3 million. Why Icould dothat. [Laughter. | 

General SreMan. It is maintaining an even level of schedule and 
work in the program, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now answer me, General. Is that your doings or some 
directive handed to you? 

General Seeman. No, sir. I believe this balancing between the 
nonarmory and the armory is our doing. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Seeman. I mean with the National Guard Bureau and the 
Department of the Army. 

Mr. Rivers. You think that is good business the way you are doing 
it? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We don’t want you to obligate stuff and be extravagant, 
and spend it just the way you got it. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is why you are doing it that way. 

General SkemaNn. Keeping the program in balance. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

General Seeman. Our proposed appropriation in this non-Army 
category in fiscal 1960 which we will plan to ask for is $1 million. 

Making the funds available in fiscal 1960 of 2.3 and our proposed 
direct pe Saar a in fiscal 1960 at this time are $2 million, which would 
carry over $300,000 into fiscal 1961. ; 

Mr. Rivers. Now is that a coincidence, $2 million last year and $2 
million this year? Is that a coincidence? You know that is not a 
coincidence. 

General Seeman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. What? 

General Sreman. It is carrying on a balanced program. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t think that is a coincidence. I think some- 
body has told you not to spend over $2 million. Do you think that 
could happen? They might not have told you, but they might have 
told somebody under you and you didn’t hear about it. 

General Sreman. Taking the overall program of the guard, in the 
next column—— 

Mr. Rivers. I noticed that that coincidence runs throughout all 
7 them. That is an amazing coincidence. It runs through all of 
them, 

General Seeman. I am not sure which coincidence the chairman is 
referring to. 
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Mr. Rivers. Well, I will tell you. There is $15 million up there 
as the total for USAR, I guess it is, and down there—that is for fiscal] 
1959. Down in 1960 it is $15 million. 

General Sreman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. In the other column, the total for the Army is $38 
million for this year and $38 million for the next year. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Those are amazing coincidences. 

_ General Seeman. That iss essentially maintaining a level program, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Because somebody told you to do it. 

General Szeman. Yes, sir; to keep the overall program in balance. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I am trying to find out. That is not a 
coincidence. They just told you to keep what you have last year, 
isn’t that true? 

General Seeman. That is our budget guidance, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t want to get you court-martialed for answering 
an honest question. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

nt Rivers. But I think we are entitled to an honest answer, don’t 

ou 
, General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So somebody in the budget just told you, “Now we 
got to keep this thing straight.” 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. “And don’t you spend 1 cent more in fiscal 1960 than 
you spent in fiscal 1959.” Isn’t that what happened ? 

General Sreman. That is our directive, to develop the budget; 

es, sir. 
Mr. Rivers. Somebody said, “I would rather be a live American 
with an empty pocketbook than a dead one with a full one.” 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So we can’t have any bargain rate defense, you know. 
T think if you need these things and if you distribute them over the 
country as you say you try to do, I don’t see how you can make a 
balance out of it each year, unless you neglect some areas. 

Did anybody in your organization ever come to you and say, 
“General, we are neglecting some little old area down here—you won’t 
say Oklahoma, let’s say South Carolina. We are neglecting some 
little old area down there in the wilds of South Carolina or some 
other State”? Did anybody ever say that to you? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. The National Guard and the Reserve 
components of the staff in developing it, their program considered 
those factors, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. But somebody in the Budget Department, in the De- 
fense Department, says, “We don’t care whether you neglect them 
or not. We are just going to build them up here in some other area.” 
That is what happens, isn’t it? 

General Seeman. Well, all the projects must comply with the 
strength on board and the other criteria which have been laid down 
before we can honestly allocate the construction funds to the projects. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, after we get that list you are going to give us, 
we might think it would be well for you to ask—instead of proposed 
obligations for 1960 of $2 million, we might decide that you ought 
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to have $3 million. What would you do, avoid it like somebody had 
the leprosy ? 

General Sreman. No, sir; if the Congress in their wisdom decided 
to do that, we would work it into tlie program subject to the approval 
of higher authority. 

Mr. Winsreap. If you got the approval of the Defense Depart- 
ment and the Bureau of the Budget, you would proceed, then ? 

General SrEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, he just made a serious question there. 
He said under the approval of the higher authority. Under the 
Constitution there is no higher authority than Congress on this very 
subject matter. That is why we feel rather frustrated, because the 
Constitution enjoins upon us the duty and the power in regards to 
these matters—to determine how much money should be spent for 
an Army, National Guard, and so on. And yet when we authorize 
so much to be spent and when it is followed by appropriations and 
when that is not carried out, then the intention of the Constitution 
is definitely destroyed. 

So that is the thing that pour us. Of course, we are not holding 
you individually responsible for that, but the system we are using— 
in other words, the system is simply this, what we have grown into 
here, that the Bureau of the Budget and probably some others are 
determining the thing that the Constitution enjoins on us to deter- 
mine. No that we are necessarily wiser than they. I individually 
perhaps am not nearly as wise as they are. But it is not their responsi- 
bility. It is our responsibility to determine those things. But we are 
not permitted to do it. 

General Seeman. I understand, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Rivers. I would imagine—now there isn’t anything you can 
do about it. You don’t have enough stars on you to be able to change 
these things. And we recognize that you got to take orders. We know 
that. Mr. Morris knows that. And it is bound to cause you concern 
at times. We are not going to give you a lesson on the Constitution 
this morning. We do it on the slightest provocation, but we are not 
going to do it. 

General Srrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It isa hobby of mine, too. 

You are the only branch of the Federal Government, the only one— 
there isn’t another one—that the Constitution says will have special 
attention of the Congress. Did you know that? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They didn’t pick out the Treasury. They didn’t pick 
out the State Department. They didn’t pick out the Justice Depart- 
ment. They didn’t pick out the Commerce Department. They didn’t 
pick out any department, but they picked out the military. And 
they said those people sitting up on Capitol Hill—we may not like 
them but they are there. They are the ones who will determine this. 

And it causes concern because we are getting away from it. That is 
why I asked Mr. Bryant what was the reason of holding these hear- 
ings, if all we are going to do is mimic what you brought up here, 
and if we put anything else in it, they are not going to touch it. It is 
taking time from me that I don’t possess. 

Mr. Winsteap. And, Mr. Chairman, in connection with that, it was 
brought out by Mr. Bates the other day. 
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Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Wrinsreap. Assume our President is a military man and assume 
he knows all about what he is doing. Who on earth knows who the 
President will be 2 years from now or 8 years from now and whether 
or not he will be a military man? The Constitution definitely provides 
that the Congress will establish these things. And we appropriate 
money. And we let you determine whether these armories should be 
built. And we let the Army say they need it. And the States appro- 

riated the money. And then we come up here where the Defense 
Pinashaont and the Bureau of the Budget are freezing these funds, 
at the time they were screening unemployment, and the little amount 
of money that it would have taken back a few years ago to have gone 
out and built some of those armories—some of which you did build 
later—in my opinion, would have spread that thing around for more 
employment than all these millions we give away for other purposes. 

Now you are not responsible for this thing. We don’t mean to be 
rough on you. But we get pretty threadbare with this kind of thing. 

I don’t mean to give you a lecture, but I did want to explain to 
you—I don’t know how often you have been up here. It sounds as 
though we are taking you to task. We know the score and we want 
to get something done about it. I appreciate under questioning you 
don’t know how toact. But we are responsible. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t know if they have a directive out now, but I saw 
acopy in Atlanta. You couldn’t go out here and say, “We would like 
to have this.” We know you can’t do that. I know if you would get 
out and say, “I would like to have this,” you would be in your job as 
long as Pat stayed in the Army. But they haven’t told you you 
couldn’t answer. We haven’t gotten to that. 

General Seeman. No; that is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. So they have told you you can say “Yes” and “No” and 
“Good morning” and “Goodby” ; haven’t they ? 

General Sreman. They have told me that I must answer the ques- 
tions of the chairman and the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Winsteap. I believe that should be on the record. 

Mr. Rivers. That is off the record, Sam. 

If things keep on going as they are now, which has caused us some 
concern, there will be changes made. 

I couldn’t do any better than Mr. Vinson, though, regardless of 
what I did, and that is on the record. 

Go ahead. - 

. General Sreman. The authorization available for fiscal 1960 is 
shown on the following charts, along with the proposed obligation 
for each component. 

(The table referred to is as follows :) 
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General Sreman. The first chart, Army National Guard (chart 
No.1). 

This chart shows that the Army National Guard will have at the 
beginning of fiscal year 1960 $34.8 million in authorized projects and 
that the proposed obligations for fiscal year 1960 are $15 million. This 
overauthorization comes about by a combination of the following fac- 


ors: 

(1) The fiscal year 1959 authorization of $23.3 million, together with 
projects previously authorized by consultation and brought forward 
from fiscal year 1958 total authorization in excess of the funds avail- 
able to the Army for obligation during fiscal year 1959. 

(2) The Army is obligating funds in fiscal year 1959 for high priori- 
ty consultation projects that were programed before the new line item 
authorizations were added by the Congress. Under the provisions of 
section 604 of Public Law 85-685 the new funds appropriated ($5.25 
million) in fiscal year 1959 cannot be applied to projects previously 
approved by consultation. 

(3) Application of funds appropriated in fiscal year 1959 is also 
dependent upon the completion of the reorganization plans of the 
Army National Guard; as I mentioned above—— 

Mr. Rivers. Now we can understand that. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We can understand there may be some justification in 
areas where you have your organization. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We can understand that. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. The Army is attempting authoriza- 
tion. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait aminutenow. That is important. 


‘ You got 16 projects in here that the adjutants general of the 
States 
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General Seeman. And the National Guard Bureau, sir, have—— 
Mr. Rivers. And the National Guard Bureau—the two of them. 
General Seeman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. They have to work together. 

General Seeman. This is representative of the process that you men- 
tioned previously. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Seeman. Of adjusting your program to the changing needs 
and to the development of the reorganization plans. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you know how many projects were submitted by 
these adjutants general ? 

General Seeman. I do not have it. General McGowan might have 
it when he appears. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

There have been 361 armory projects submitted by the adjutants general in- 
cluding those proposed for authorization in fiscal year 1960. There have been 
approximately 2,200 nonarmory projects at approximately 600 locations submitted 
by the adjutants general. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have those, General ? 

General McGowan. We will be able to inform the chairman when 
we come to testify, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. Because they submitted 150 and you gave them 
16, something like that. 

(Mr. McGowan nods.) 

Mr. Rivers. It might have been 250. But you give it to us, general. 
We want to see how you made out. 

General McGowan. Yes. 

General Seeman. Chart 2 shows that the Army Reserve will have at 
the beginning of fiscal year 1960 $30.2 million in authorized projects 
and that the proposed obligations for fiscal year 1960 are $23 million. 

Mr. Rivers. That graph is a pretty good thing. You have been 
going up all the time, haven’t you ? 

General Szeman. Yes, sir; it shows a continual increase. The rel- 
ative size of the annual year appropriations, of course, is shown by 
these steps on the green line. 

Mr. Rivers. That is because this Reserve, under the Reserve Act of 
8 years—it keeps causing your Reserve to provide these armories, 
doesn’t it? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Because you take the draft, the ROTC, the NROTC, 
the 6 months plan, and all of those things, which are processing men 
into this Reserve. 

General Szeman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. National Guard and Reserves? 

General Sreman. And they are affected by the authorized strength 
of the Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. And they are affected by the authorized strength ? 

General Seeman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. The facilities are something that have to be a continu- 
ing process ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It will never have an end, will it? 

General Seeman. Well, the end will be the authorized overall troop 
program and the organization of these Reserve components. 
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Mr. Rivers. But you will also be reappraising, revising, rehabili- 
tating ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And reconstructing the programs? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir, that will have to be done continuously. 

Mr. Rivers. You will have to keep current? 

General SEEMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Wampter. General, is your budgeting for all Reserve pro- 
yrams, National Guard and such, controlled strictly by the Army? 
You do not have a special budget committee that formulates such 
appropriations? The Army controls the Reserve budgeting—appro- 
priations and such, : 

General Seeman. The Army handles the Army Reserve units and 
the Army National Guard. Then the Department of Defense pulls 
together the Air Force, Navy, and Army components in their overall 
programs. 

Mr. Wampeter. I wanted to bring this out here. I mean you can 
enlighten me. Say, you are undergoing a transition, a little bit, in- 
sofar as getting a little more technological in the Army. Are any of 
those funds ever transferred from the Reserve program to the Army 
that shortchanges you in the Reserve program ? 

General Sreman. No, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. That does happen. It has happened in the Naval 
Reserve program. I am aware of that. 

General Sxeman. Not—— 

Mr. Wameter. I was wondering if such a thing had been experi- 
enced by the Army. 

General Szeman. As far as I know, sir, such flexibility is not avail- 
able in the construction area. 

Mr. Wameter. Thank you. 

General Seeman. Turning now to the third section of my presenta- 
tion, an analysis of the future requirements as we now know them, 
in chart No. 3: The Army estimates the current long-range require- 
ments for National Guard armories to be 2,250-—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I was talking about awhile ago. 

General Seeman. Of these, 1,211 armories have been constructed or 
programed with available funds, and 916 adequate State-constructed 
armories are available. This leaves a deficit of approximately 123 
armories to be constructed after fiscal year 1960. The Army estimates 
it will require $47 million in future appropriations to complete the 
Army National Guard construction program. 

Mr. Rivers. If you get 16 a year—16 into 123 goes about—— 

Mr. Winsteap. Six. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Seven. 

Mr. Rivers. Seven, about seven times. In 7 years you might get 
enough money to build them. 

General SreMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. About 7 years. 

General Sreman. I might mention here, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Army National Guard section of the Guard Bureau figures these 
requirements and there is some difference of opinion among us, com- 
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pletely honest, at this time as to how this eventual reorganization will 
develop in the way of required units and required armories. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, nobody. knows, because we don’t know what 
the troop strength is going to be. 

General SreMANn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Or the Reserve strength. We don’t know that. Say, 
we were to decide to give you 25 armories this year, does that 123 
include these 16. 

General Sreman. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So 16 and 23 are 39, aren’t they ? 

General Seeman. The 16 figure that we have in our mind is the new 
authorizations that we are requesting this year, to be added to the 
existing valid carryover authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. That isright. But you got 123 new ones. 

Now if we gave you twice 16, or 32, that would take 16 off that 123, 
wouldn’t it? 

General Seeman. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Would you get mad if we gave you a few more? 

General Sreman. No, sir. 

Mr. CuampertaIn. Do you think you would be able to build them 
if you got more? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. You mean if you get clearance of the funds? 

General SreMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. Let me finish this. Did you find any of these 
adjutants general and converts of the National Guard Bureau who 
made a pretty good case for additional ones? Did you run across 
anything like that? 

General Seeman. General McGowan could answer that better. But 
I know that there are programs in every one of the States that are 
unfulfilled. 

Mr. Rivers. Has it it caused these adjutants general any concern! 

General Serman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

Mr. Wrvsteap. May I ask a question about your 916. Those are 
State—the Federal Guvonmniat hasn’t spent anything on this 916 
‘armories ? 

General Szeman. No, sir. The 916 are the existing armories built 
and constructed bythe States which are still deemed adequate accord- 
ing to our modern Se ame The total figure originally was 1,890. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. That is right. A few years ago some of them were 
just makeshifts. 

General Sreman. Yes. 

Mr. Winsteap. In other words, you were using a lot of the facilities 
totally unsatisfactory. But you cleared that up pretty well as of the 
present time ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. This 916 you consider a pretty good—— 

General Sreman. They ine been analyzed and are adequate for 
the current program. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chamberlain, I think, has a question. 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. General, you say this program calls for 2,250 
units and that after we get these, that you are requesting, those that 
are under construction, you will need this 123. 

We would be correct in assuming, would we not, that these 123 
remaining are perhaps the lower priority units. You have already 
built, haven’t you, those that you needed the most ? 

General Sreman. That is correct. We build them first priority 
first and it gets developed both by the Army plan and by the State 
acceptance of the units and their own State legislation and appro- 
priation of the moneys which they must participate in. 

Mr. Rivers. When did you first start participating in the construc- 
tion of armories, do you know ? 

General Szeman. This was Public Law 783, I believe, ia fiscal year 
1951. 

Mr. Rivers. Before 1951 the States had to build their own armories, 
didn’t they ? 

General Seeman. They built their own; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And there wasn’t any Federal participation until 1951? 

General SzeemAn. That ismy understanding, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a great compliment to Mr. Winstead and those 
who were on this committee in 1951, and to this committee. I think 
you all cooperated. I think you all had a lot to do with it. Didn’t 
you bring that program up, yourself? 

General SrEMAN. Beg pardon, sir. 

_ Rivers. Didn’t the Army bring that program up to the Hill, 
itself ? 

General SrEMAN. I am not sure about that, sir. The Reserve Forces 
Facilities Act of course, was developed in the Congress. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Seeman. With the cooperation of the Defense Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Rivers. If you had the money for that 123, would there be any 
priorities in getting the money for construction there ? 

General Seeman. Yes, there would be priorities, depending upon 
how far along the States were in their plans and the designs of the 
building. 

Mr. Rivers. And in all that 123, the States are not ready yet to 
participate in it, is that right ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir; it is undoubtedly true. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, that ought to be in the record. So we can’t criti- 
cize people, maybe—— 

Mr. WrnsteAp. How many of them have been approved by the 
Army? In other words, you have to approve all these armories be- 
fore they are constructed ? 

General Seeman. That is correct. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Now, out of this 123, I think the record should show 
how many the Army itself has approved, together with the States. 

General Sreman. I believe General McGowan will be able to an- 
swer the question from the Guard standpoint. 

Mr. Winsteap. Yes. And get how many the Defense Department 
has approved, and so on. We need that for the record. But we will 
get that later. 
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General Szeman. Yes, sir. 

Now chart No. 4 presents similar information for the Army Reserve. 
The estimated long-range requirement is 1,800 Reserve centers, against 
which 445 centers have been constructed or programed, and another 
458 centers are provided through adequate, leased, or donated facil- 
ities, — a deficit of 897 Reserve centers to be provided after fiscal 
year 0. 

Mr. Rivers. That is your greatest deficiency, the Reserve ¢ 

General Szeman. Yes, sir; the Reserve program has the greater deti- 
ciency than the Guard program. 

Mr. Rivers. That is why you are asking more money now for the 
Reserve and National Guard ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir; to bring the programs in balance. 

It is estimated that the Army Reserve will require in fiscal year 
1960 and future years $234 million in future appropriations. 

Turning now to my last subject—that of joint utilization: 

Department of the Army adheres to the established policies which 
require maximum utilization of all existing facilities, including those 
of the other Reserve components, before any new construction is per- 
mitted. Each new project is examined at the local, State, Continental 
U.S. Army, and departmental level to see if there are, in fact, any 
existing facilities that could be used or if the proposed project could 
be consolidated with one of the other Reserve components. A final 
review is made by the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Properties and Installations). 

Mr. Rivers. You mean to say that you told these people to get busy 
now and look around about the utilization, and then if there would be 
a possibility of their using one along with the Navy and Air Force’ 

General Seeman. If there are other Reserve components in the 
vicinity, that subject must be specifically considered, as to whether 
they can use them jointly or not. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have much joint use in the country? 

General Seeman. I go on to say that of the 1,050 National Guard 
armories completed, or under construction as of June 30 1958, 136 
or 13 percent are used jointly or provide for future joint use. The 
other 914 armories have been approved at all levels for unilateral 
construction. Of the 305 Reserve centers completed or under con- 
struction as of June 30 1958, 29 or 10 percent are used jointly or 
provide for future joint use. The other 276 centers were similarly 
as og for unilateral construction. 

hat is, there are just no other Reserve components in the area. 
Sometimes there is an armory that already has a three-unit armory, 
let us say, and it is unwise to put any more in that locality or under 
that same roof. ; 

Mr. Rivers. Take a town—excuse me, Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Winsreap. Go ahead. 

Mr. Rivers. No; you go ahead. 

Mr. Winsteap. You have a great number, I believe, from past 
testimony that it is just not practicable to utilize. 

General Sreman. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wiysteap. It sounds like it would be a great thing to do, when 
you go into all the complications involved. 

But you have made an effort to combine as many as you can. 
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General Sreman. Each location is examined to develop the very 
things you mentioned, sir, and it must be approved. ; 

Mr. Wrnsteap. I know it was surprising to me, the testimony we 
had showing why you couldn’t utilize it as much as it appears that 
you could. 

” General Seeman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I think that is a fine thing and I think it should be 
done. 

Now let me ask you this question. Say you have a town in the 
United States where they have a fine Army Reserve building and 
you told the Navy—you said: 

Now you just get down—you don’t have too much Navy in this town. You go 
in there and the two of you use that thing. And that goes for you, too. Get 
the Marines in there. 

And that has gone through Defense. When the Marines sent out 
a notice or the Navy saying, “We will meet next week in the Army 

Reserve Center,” why don’t you take off that nameplate you have 
there and just say this is the Army, Navy, Marine center. You 
wouldn’t do a thing like that, would you? 

General Seeman. You ask me personally. I would. 

Mr. Rivers. So I don’t think we are going to find the services 
breaking their necks to relinquish anything, or a nameplate. 

So you don’t have a little problem in that area? Because I know 
a little something about this military. In fact, that is the only thing 
I know about in Congress because I haven’t worked on anything 
else. 

General Seeman. I expect there might be human problems in that 
area, sir. 

However, in these programs, working with the civilian communi- 
ties, they generally work very well together. 

ee Rivers. But they don’t change the name of the armory, do 
they 

General Sreman. Well, we would have to carry it in inventory 
somewhere, I suppose, totaling up the total value of various serv- 
ices 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to know if you ran into that problem. 

General Szeman. Yes, sir. It would be a human problem. 

Mr. Rivers. I think wherever we can utilize it, General, I think 
it is a good thing, as Mr. Winstead stated. 

Mr. Wamp.er. Mr. Chairman. How many unified armories or 
training centers do we have for the Army, Navy, and Air Force? 

General Seeman. I don’t have the figure for the Navy and the Air 
Force, sir. But I just mentioned that there are 136 of the National 
Guard armories jointly used and there are 29 in my next sentence, 
of the Army Reserve centers jointly used with other components. So 
that is a total of 165 in the program so far. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, you can’t tell the National Guard to go 
and meet some place. Because they just won’t do it. They will run 
their own business. 

General Sreman. In many cases that is true. The legislation in 
each individual State may preclude them from using their money 
with any other. 
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Mr. Rivers. You still have to go by State laws. They still recog- 
nize that some States should make their own laws. 

General Seeman. That is the reason the States furnish their own 
land, because oftentimes they can’t extend their appropriated funds 
on land which the States do not own. 

Mr. Rivers. You made your point. 

I don’t want to infer that you haven’t made a fine and responsive 
witness, General. You have. You have made a fine witness. 

General Seeman. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. The things we say are just the way we feel in certain 

Mr. Winsteap. General, one thing that concerned me some. In 
Meridian, Miss., the Army built a real nice armory there for the Army 
Reserve. I didn’t check fully into it, but the Air Reserve argued 
with me. They had about 125 members in the Air Reserve. They 
were very much interested at the time to get the Air Force to go along 
with the Army while they were constructing it. And you have a 
wonderful armory there. I never could quite understand it. Because 
if these 125—I understand the Air Force required 200 airmen to build 
new facilities. It did seem to me that they should have made some 
consideration and pooling some funds in the armory, since they were 
building such a nice armory there. But that is past history. 

But there may be other examples similar to that, it seems to me. 
Now consideration should have been given at the time along that line. 

General Seeman. I don’t know the facts about that particular case, 
sir. I will get that for the record. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The Meridian, Miss., Army Reserve Center is a 1-unit, 200-mane facility, ap- 
proved by the Department of Defense for unilateral construction after review for 
joint aspects. This facility was placed under contract in May 1957, and com- 
pleted in August 1958. As to Air Force participation, during the fiscal year 1957 
time period, the Air Force Reserve had a program for 59 bases. Priority was 
given, within the limited funds available, to the construction of facilities to en- 
able flying units to achieve an acceptable degree of combat readiness at the 
earliest practicable date. 

Mr. Winsteap. That is past history ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. It doesn’t quite register with me, that it would not 
have been sound for the Air Force to put some money in, I mean for 
the Air Reserve in the armory, while the Army armory was being built. 

General Seeman. There are many factors—— 

Mr. Wiwnsteap. The effect would be that you would really have had 
a unit there that would be of credit to both services. That is past his- 
tory. But I am sure you are looking into those possibilities. 

It seems to me when you are building some new armory somewhere, 
if it is at all possible for all services to utilize the same building, it 
should be done. 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. 

There are many factors—the strength authorized and on board that 
must be reviewed at all times, the status of the various plans, and so 
forth. 

Mr. Winsteap. I think the Air Force at that time had a policy that 
if they built a new armory, that they required 200 members, I believe 
was the justification they gave for not participating. It seems to me 
that is a pretty good number. 
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General Skeman. Mr. Chairman, that completes my presentation. 
General Palladino of the Office of Reserve and ROTC Affairs, and 
General McGowan of the National Guard Bureau are ready. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much. Are there any questions from 
the General? Because if we could finish—will theirs be in more detail 
than yours? 

General Seeman. They are in a little bit detail, but they are quite 
short, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You think we can finish by a quarter past 12? Since 
we have to come back here at 2 o’clock. 

General Seeman. At your pleasure, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a very brief question just to 
clarify ¢ 

Mr] Rivers. I don’t want to cut off anybody. I know you have some 
questions, General, because this is in your area. 

Mr. Morris. May I just ask the General very briefly. 

You listened and we have talked quite a little bit here about funds- 
for armories and funds for nonarmory. Let’s see what nonarmory 
means. Is that a structure or an installation that is supplementary 
or necessary for the operation of the armory? In other words, is it 
a part of the program ? 

General Seeman. It is a part of the program. It is generally 
ancillary or associated with an armory project. It may be a hard- 
stand for vehicles. It may be a maintenance shop. 

Mr. Morris. So really it is sort of a misnomer in a way to call it a 
nonarmory, which would kind of indicate that it has no connection 
with the armory. In fact, it is just the opposite. It does have a con- 
nection with the armory ? 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. It is not the armory proper, but it does have an ancil- 
“— a supplementary or some kind of a connection with the armory 
itself ? 

General Sreman. Yes, sir. It is part of the overall program and 
associated with the armory. 

Mr. Morris. And a part of the armory ? 

General Seeman. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, just this further question and that is all. Now 
where is this nonarmory, ancillary or supplementary part of the 
armory—where is it located generally? Is it contiguous or is it a 
part of the armory itself, in the same location? Just explain that 
to us. 

General Seeman. It may not be at the same site. It generally 
will be—some of them may be summer training facilities, that is 
facilities for summer training. But in most cases it is close in rela- 
tion to the armory in order to be an efficient operation, 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you do make an effort to get in the 
same locality ? 

General SremMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. As much as possible. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a fine question. It brings that armory up to 
meet the overall standards, in making it a full-fledged participating 
outfit. 

General Seeman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. Is that a fair statement ? 

General Sreman. That is correct. But it does not fall within the 
authority of the law where there should be State participation in the 
guard area. pas tes 

(Supplemental information furnished for clarification of the 
record :) 

The Congress wrote the following description of armory and nonarmory facili- 
ties into Public Law 302, 84th Congress, 1st session as an amendment to section 7 
of Public Law 783, 81st Congress, 2d session : 

Sec. 7. (b) ‘Armory’ means a structure which houses a unit or units of a 
Reserve component and is used for the training and administration thereof, in- 
cluding such appurtenant structures as may house equipment used in the training 
and administration of such unit or units. All other facilities shall be considered 
nonarmory for the purposes of this Act.” 

Examples of nonarmory facilities are as follows: 

Combined field maintenance shops 
Organizational maintenance shops 

Shop hangars 

Tank storage sheds 

U.S. property and fiscal officer, offices 

U.S. property and fiscal officer, warehouses 

None of the construction work directly at an armory site is classified as 
nonarmory. 


Mr. Rivers. Now, if there are no other questions of the general, we 
will get to—— 

General Seeman. General Palladino. 

Mr. Rivers. General Palladino. Come up, General. It looks the 
more they come the more stars they have. Not that you didn’t earn 
them the hard way, General. 

General Patiapino. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You go right ahead, General. 

General Patnapino, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am Major 
General Palladino, Chief, U.S. Army Reserve and ROTC Affairs. 
Let me state that I am indeed pleased to appear before this committee 

ain. 

I would like to give you a brief report on the progress we have made 
to date in the Army Reserve construction program under chapter 133, 
title 10, United States Code (formerly Public Law 783 of the 8ist 
Congress). 

From chart, enclosure 1, you will note that during the period fiscal 
year 1950 through fiscal year 1952, 45 centers were completed from 
funds which were made available under Public Law 218. 

In the following fiscal years under Public Law 783, there were 31 
construction starts in 1953, 10 in 1954, and 16 in 1955. We had 58 
construction starts in 1956 and 65 in 1957. We placed 80 new centers 
under construction in 1958—our best record to date. 

At midyear 1959, we had placed an additional 39 centers under 
construction and we plan at least 31 more by the end of this fiscal 
year. This will give us a grand total of 375 Army Reserve centers 
constructed or under construction. 

Last year we placed 30 additions to existing buildings under con- 
struction and plan 25 more this year, of which 17 were started during 
the first half of this fiscal year. These projects consist of expansions, 
assembly halls, and maintenance shops. This is shown on the next 
chart, enclosure 2. 
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Incidentally, gentlemen, just before I left the office this morning, 
I was informed that to date, that is as of the 26th of February, we 
have placed 50 of our programed 70 centers under construction, as 
well as 18 additions. 

The next chart which you have shows that last year, fiscal year—— 

Mr. Winsteap. May I ask a question ? 

General Patuaprno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Why did we do so little in between here? I be- 
lieve 1953—what is that first one? No; is it 1954, your first little bar? 

Mr. Rivers. 1954, yes. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. The next year we did a good bit more, in 1955 and 
1956. Then the next year is 1957. Does that show the percentage 

General Patiapino. There are additions to existing centers. And 
in those first few years we didn’t have to build any of the additions, 

Mr. Winsteap. I noticed, though, in 1953 we got a pretty little 
bar there. And then we drop back in 1955, 1956, and 1957. 

General Patiaprno. Mr. Congressman, that is related to the Korean 
situation; 1953 was after Korea and we were able to get on the pro- 
gram again. 

Mr. WinsteEap. That slowed us down in the program of construction 
of armories. 

It looks like you have done a good job in the last few years. 

General PaLLapIno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. That isall. 

Mr. Rivers. Right there, while we were interrupting, what part of 
New England are you from ? 

General PaLLapino. From Massachusetts. 

Mr. Rivers. With that fine accent—you haven’t lost it. 

General PaLiapino. You know when we went down south on duty— 
off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

_ Mr. Rivers. We have the only New England Society in the South 
in Charleston. 

(reneral Pattapino. I served in Charleston. 

Mr. Rivers. We don’t brainwash them, either. We join up with 
them. That ison the record, Sam. 

Yes, sir; I like that accent. 

General PatLapino. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You can see that I have a Yankee accent myself. You 
observe that, don’t you ? 

General Patiaptno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

General Patiaptno. I am happy to report that the past 3 years 
have been the most progressive years since the initiation of the Army 
Reserve construction program. The number of contracts awarded 
or scheduled from 1957 through 1959 is equal to 134 percent of the 
contract awards for the previous 6 years. 

T am also pleased to report that we placed 31 one-unit—M—100-man 
centers under construction during the past fiscal year and 27 to date 
this fiscal year. These are the buildings which are located in the 
small communities where it is often difficult if not impossible to locate 
adequate leased space. 





1518 


The third chart, enclosure 3, gives you a brief summation of the 
status of our construction funds. You will note that by the end of 
fiscal year 1958, we had obligated $77 million of the $105 million 
which had been appropriated up to that time. At the end of the first 
half of fiscal year 1959 we had obligated a total of $87 million. Dur- 
ing the balance of fiscal year 1959, we plan to obligate an addi- 
tional $13 million which will bring us to a total of $100 million, of the 
total $106 million which has been appropriated. It is anticipated 
that the remaining $6 million will be obligated in fiscal year 1960. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, we have made more progress this year 
than ever before. Army Reserve centers are literally being built 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. These buildings are constructed, 
under construction or programed throughout our Nation to include 
Puerto Rico and Hawaii. 

Gentlemen, this concludes my statement on the Army Reserve. If 
there are any questions—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is a fine statement. I do observe that you are 
really taking off on your program now. 

I have no further questions, because it is a good statement. Any 
questions from members of the committee? 

Mr. Anverson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

Mr. Anperson. I don’t know which witness I should ask this ques- 
tion of, but I would like to know from some witnesses on Army con- 
struction to what extent Reserve components facilities construction 
may have been delayed by Bureau of the Budget decisions to hold 
up the implementation and the spending of the funds appropriated 
by Congress. 

Colonel Barco. I am Colonel Barco. If I may answer your ques- 
tion in this way: It has previously been stated before the committee 
that if we had more money, we could use more money. That is in our 
professional opinion. 

You are also aware of the fact that we did not utilize the $1 mil- 
lion appropriated for the Army Reserve last year. If that money 
was available to us, we could use it. 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t push him any further, because we don’t want him 
court-martialed. 

Mr. Winsteap. That is all right. 

Mr. Anperson. Has he answered the question ? 

Mr. Wrinsteap. He has answered. 

Mr. Anperson. Where the Congress has appropriated, to what ex- 
tent the Bureau of the Budget 

Mr. Rivers. What he would like to tell you is just that. But we 
don’t want to get the man court-martialed. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. You got a good man to tell you the truth. Don't 
pressure him too heavy. 

Mr. Rivers. We wish you were free, too. I sure do. We can’t do 
anything about that this morning. 

You made a fine witness, General Palladino, and your supporting 
witnesses, too. 

But I do think this. Let me say this. I do observe a fine im- 
provement. I think you feel that way. I think your frustrating 
days—you have endured a lot of them, haven’t you? 
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General Patuapino. We have, sir, but we think our Reserve pro- 
gram is progressing at a very good pace and there is a terrific im- 
provement in the program. 

Mr. Rivers. I think so, too. 

Mr. Wrinsreap. The one question I wanted to ask: Where we build 
these new facilities, does that seem to help your recruiting program 
or maintain the strength of your Reserve? It seems to me that is a 
great asset. 

We went out here and built a big Reserve program with no facili- 
ties. I always thought we should step up the facilities program if 
we expect to build up the Reserve program. 

I am wondering if you are finding in those communities where you 
have constructed these new facilities if it is an incentive to help to 
maintain a stronger unit or a division in those locations? 

General Patuapino. It certainly is. It is a good incentive and 
we can see a definite improvement in spirit, morale and strength of the 
units in those communities. 

Mr. Winsreap. In other words, they have some pride in going into 
a nice new building with facilities available. It is just bound to be 
an incentive factor in encouraging men to get into the Reserve and 
bring men into the Reserve and do a better job. 

General Patitaprno. That is correct, Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Wrnsreap. I believe that is all I had. 

Mr. Wampter. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, Mr. Wampler. 

Mr. Wampter. Have you had to deactivate or disestablish any of 
these units after they have been built? What proportion of those 
do you lose after you build them ? 

General Patuaprno. In answer to that question, we haven’t deacti- 
vated a single center that we have built. Every facility that we have 
built we are occupying and we intend to occupy it under this reorgan- 
ization as well. 

Mr. Wamp er. I see. 

General Pattaptno. We will not abandon any constructed facility. 
We need more facilities, many more. 

Mr. Winsteap. I might while we have time say this. These armo- 
ries are also an asset toa community. I mean it is not just necessary 
as a military institution. It is a credit to the communities and it is a 
usable place in the communities. It serves more than one purpose. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek has called to my attention that the most 
serious defect about the previous witness’ testimony, from General 
Seeman was with the Reserve construction. Now, in 1958 you had— 
what is that, 80? 

General Patiaptno. 80 new constructed centers in 1958. 

Mr. Rivers. Now in 1959 you got 39. 

General Patiaptno. In 1959 we have 70 of them programed. 

Mr. Rivers. You got 70 of them programed ? 

General Patiapino. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You got 39 built. That is right, isn’t it? 

General Patiaptno. I beg your pardon, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that 39 come out of the 70? 

General Patiaprno. That is right. Actually it is 50 as of this date; 
50 of the 70 have been contracted for. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 
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General Patiaptno. As of this date. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. So really in 1959 you are going to do less than 
you did in 1958? 

General Patiaprno. Initially, as the program is now planned, we 
may do less, but we feel that we may be able to slip in a few more as 
adjustments are made during the balance of the year. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I hate to push you and cause you any embarrass- 
ment, but I know you don’t like to come out here in 1959 and do a 
smaller job in 1959 than you did in 1958, when by your own testimony 
the greatest deficiency is in the Reserve construction. 

General Patxaprno. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is one of General Anderson’s concerns. Because 
General Anderson is one of our very outstanding examples of a great 
Reservist. And we are so proud of him. It worries me. The Na- 
tional Guard ‘got away out in front of you people. Of course, they 
are a different proposition. But the fact remains that with our 
funneling these boys in the Reserve by the thousands every year—I 
am going before the Rules Committee next Tuesday and get permis- 
sion by the direction of the chairman to take up the 6-month extension 
program. They are coming out the pipeline a mile a minute. And 
still somebody is jumping on your back every time you start to run 
and you have tocarry two instead of one. 

General Patiapino. We have the same amount of money, Mr. 
Chairman, available this year that we had last year, and the same 
amount is planned for next year. 

One of the reasons for building a lesser number of centers is that 
we are constructing a few larger centers this year than we did last, 
plus the fact that our construction costs are continually going up 
every year, 4 to 5 percent every year. And that will reduce our num- 
bers unless we get more money to compensate for it. 

Mr. Winstrap. How much is your cost up this year compared to 
Jast year? 

General Patiapino. About 4 percent, Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Rivers. How much money did we give the military last year 
to take care of things like that? $20 million? 

General Patiaptino. I am not aware of that. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, we did. We gave each branch of the service— 
Somebody ought to know about that. We gave each branch of the 
service I think it was $20 million. Major Eblen, you know anything 
about that ? 

Major Exsten. No, sir, I am unable to answer that. 

Mr. Rivers. Major Eblen is my personal authority. 

General Sreman. There is flexible authority, as Mr. Bryant men- 
tioned in one of the later paragraphs. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Szreman. To permit authorization of any individual fa- 
cility over the line item list. 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t they give you a 5 percent—I know the: Navy has 
it. 

General Seeman. 15 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. 15 percent. 

General Szeman. For any single item. The problem is that it must 
be absorbed within the overall program. That does let you take ad- 
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vantage of savings in other items. But as you say, if it extends the 
whole program you are in difficulty until next year. 
Mr. Rivers. Well, General, you made a good witness. You are 
doing pretty good with what you have. tm 
Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman, may I express my appreciation to 
the witness. 
Mr. Rivers. Yes. Leyak 
Mr. Anperson. And point out to the committee that this witness 1s 
a past Reserve division commander. He came to the office he pre- 
sently holds from the command of one of the Reserve divisions of the 
United States, the same position in the Reserve which incidentally I 
resently hold. I am sure that his work in his office and his testimony 
before this committee represents a very sincere desire to forward the 
program of the reserves in the Army. ; rey 
r. Rivers. I can see all those things on his chest there. He didn’t 
get all those things by staying home. 
General Pauiapino. Thank you very much, Mr. Congressman. 
Mr. Rivers. Thank you, General. Thank you for giving us your 
testimony. It looks like we are going—we can’t finish with you in 
10 minutes because we are going to have to ask a lot of questions of 
you, General. 
General McGowan. Splendid. 
Mr. Rivers. Would it be too much of a hardship to ask you to come 
at 2% 
General McGowan. No hardship at all. 
Mr. Rivers. We will meet you at 2. 
General McGowan. Two o’clock, sir. 
Mr. Rivers. Yes, very good, sir. 
(Whereupon, at 12:20 p.m., the subcommittee adjourned until 2 
p.m., the same day.) 
AFTERNOON SESSION 


Mr. Rivers. Leave the committee come to order. 

Now, the next witness on my list is Maj. Gen. D. W. McGowan, 
Chief of the Army Division, National Guard Bureau. 

General, do you have a prepared statement ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir; I have a prepared statement which 
has been filed with the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. Go right ahead, General. 

General McGowan. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, we welcome this 
opportunity to report on the scope of the National Guard construc- 
tion program, the progress to date, and future requirements, by proj- 
ects and by dollars, for armories and other facilities. I will first cover 
the armory requirement. I have several charts to illustrate our 
armory construction program. 

This first chart shows in red the number of units and strengths of 
the National Guard prior to World War II, in blue the postwar 
growth of the Army National Guard at its peak, and in green the 
guard as it will be reorganized under the pentomic concept currently 
underway. 

The bars on the left reflect the increase in units from 3,000 in 1939 
to 5,300 on June 30, 1958, under the post-World War II triangular 
division organization and then the reduction to 4,300 under the re- 
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organization to pentomic on or about June 30, 1959. As shown on 
the right the strength increased from 200,000 in 1939 to a high of 
434,000 in March 1957. 

sant Rivers. Now the Congress had told you you couldn’t go below 

0,090. 

Geueral McGowan. I didn’t hear the question, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. At 400,000 at June 1959 

General McGowan. That is the present authorized strength for the 
guard for this fiscal year, sir, the 400,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that the congressional— 

General McGowan. That is the congressional supported strength. 
The laneuage in the anvronriation act is an average strength of 
not less than 400,000. That is the strength we expect to be at the end 
of this current fiscal year. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General McGowan. The reorganization under the pentomic concept 
nationwide is based on such a strength of 400,000. Now, the growth 
from 1939 up until now is the thing which necessitated the enactment 
by the Congress of a federally supported armory construction pro- 
gram, as it was evident that the requirement for facilities on such a 
ae expansion was beyond the capability of the States to support 
alone. 

Maj. Gen. Kenneth F. Cramer, then Chief, National Guard Bureau, 
stated in testimony before the Senate subcommittee of the Committee 
on Armed Services on March 23, 1949, that in surveying existing State- 
owned armories, built, as was brought out this morning, by State 


funds, approximately 1,000 were then considered adequate, and 500 
more required rehabilitation and expansion, to make them suitable 
for continued use. He stated that about 1,500 new armories were 
required to be built in a future armory construction program, to bring 
the total armories for the National Guard to about 3,000. 

Further studies incident to a federally supported any construc- 


tion program, which resulted in enactment of Public Law 783 at that 
time, has resulted in only slight modification of General Cramer’s 
original estimates. As shown on the left, 2,780 was determined after 
several years’ careful study and experience as the total armory need, 
and that 916 shown there in gray is the number of State-owned ar- 
mories determined to be adequate for continued use, and requiring no 
Federal expenditure on them. 

That leaves in blue the 1,864 armories requiring expansion or con- 
struction as new structures. 

The effect of this reorganization on the guard’s total requirement for 
armories can be definitely established only when all the States have 
completed their stationing plans. 

However, we have plans from 19 States completed for reorganiza- 
tion, which show where each company in those States will be located 
and it indicates that the total requirement for construction will be 
essentially the same, with a reduction of about 100 in round figures. 

Mr. Winsteap. May I ask a question on that? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrinstrap. Did you say this—what, 1,664, or 1,864? 

General McGowan. 1,864, Mr. Winstead. 

Mr. Wrwnsteap. Those are new constructions or remodeled con- 
structions? . 
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General McGowan. That is either new buildings or the expansion 
of existing armories. 

Mr. Winsteap. How many of them are new and how many of them 
are expansions ? 

General McGowan. Well, we have built of that number about a 
thousand new armories, sir. New, 946. Expansions, 201. 

This map now shown indicates the extent of our reorganization. 
We have settled with the States, and as is shown in the hatched red, 
it shows the new troop structure, and those in solid red already have 
their. detailed plans approved for reorganization, which commenced 
February 1, and these are programed through the middle of March. 
Every day we are expanding on that number. 

Mr. Rivers. What does a State have to do to get their program? 
I see the Southeast hasn’t any. 

General McGowan. Well, sir—— 

Mr. Rivers. And the Far West. 

General McGowan. We don’t put anything on this map until we 
have in hand, sir, the formal letter of acceptance from the Governor 
on his new troop structure. 

As is the case with the 51st Infantry Division in Florida and South 
Carolina, that has been in a status of complete acceptance by both 
States for some time. 

We are merely awaiting the formal letter before we so indicate 
on the map. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General McGowan. So our—— 

Mr. Rivers. Georgia and 

General McGowan. Georgia and Florida, you see, form the 48th 
Armored Division. They likewise—we had the adjutant general of 
Georgia in the Bureau yesterday, and we have come to an agree- 
ment with them on their troop structure. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, that will be Georgia, Florida, and South Caro- 
lina. 

General McGowan. Georgia and Florida in one division, sir, the 
48th Armored. South Carolina and Florida are jointly in the 51st 
Infantry Division, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What about Alabama and Mississippi ? 

General McGowan. Alabama and Mississippi likewise have agreed 
on their troop structures, and we are merely awaiting the formal let- 
ters. 

Mr. Rivers. Now what about those States in the West ? 

General McGowan. Well, the light red as it appears to you are the 
first step of the reorganization—the agreement on the troop struc- 
ture. The dark red is where the plan has already been processed and 
a definite date for reorganization has been set. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, in other words, the white are the furthest be- 
vind ? 

General McGowan. It would appear so, and yet it is not, as we in- 
dicated by detailed examination of the 3d Army area, as far be- 
hind as this map would indicate. It is not an optimistic map. It is 
a factual map, as the steps take place. We are very pleased with it. 
We believe that the bulk of the guard will be reorganized prior to field 
training this summer, and that all the divisions will be. 

Mr. Rivers. And every guard in every State? 
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General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. In order to be accepted, must subscribe and adhere to 
the pentomic setup ? 

General McGowan. Yes, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is there any resistance to that ? 

General MoGowan. No, sir. They weleome it and have been eager 
to get going and have had the hopes of starting sooner than they are. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t plan to abolish any of these setups ? 

General McGowan. There is no indication or no plan or no slight- 
est discussion that I am at all aware of, sir, that any will be eliminated, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, that act by Congress didn’t hurt you; did it? 

General McGowan. It was of tremendous assistance, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. That won’t cost you your job for saying that; 
will it ? 

General McGowan. No, sir. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. One other question. 

General McGowan. Yes. 

Mr. Winsteap. I am wondering why there are so many of them 
a) inone bulk. According to the map, it doesn’t show any progress 
ateall. 

General McGowan. Well, sir 

Mr. Winsteap. I wonder why they are so bulked. 

General McGowan. These States have all come to an agreement 


with the Bureau, but as I stated earlier, Mr. Winstead, until we have 
in hand the formal letter of acceptance we don’t change the map. 


Mr. Winsteap. Oh, well, I can understand they are a little slow to 
accept. 

Seonend McGowan. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Wamrever. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. Does one State oppose being a member or a part? 

General McGowan. I didn’t understand you, sir. 

“ Mr. Wampter. Does one State oppose being a part of the National 
uard ¢ 

General McGowan. No State, no. 

Mr. Wameter. No State at all? 

General McGowan. No, sir. 

General McGowan. I might say with respect to the State of Ore- 
gon, we apparently were all set. We had an agreement on the troop 
structure. We are about to approve their organization plan. The 
adjutant died, and out of respect for him, for instance, nothing shows 
on the pee because no formal action has been taken since his death 
a couple of weeks ago. Oregon would appear to be backward in this 
case. It is not. 

Mr. Rivers. Tell me something. Some of the States didn’t like the 
_ they were partitioned up, did they? You had some trouble 
there ¢ 

General McGowan. There was great objection to the original re- 
duction posed prior to the action by the Congress which established 
a floor of 400,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General McGowan. Some of the States would have lost as high as 
35 percent. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General McGowan. Of their company size units. The average loss 
in company size units has been cut in half. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. You mean their average is 15 instead of 

General McGowan. The average is about 20, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. About 20. 

General McGowan. And it varies with respect to the States and 
the extent within their units and the type of units in those States. 

Mr. Wiwnsreap. Well now—may I ask a question there of the 
general? 

Mr. Rivers. Certainly. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. This is a little off the subject, probably, but I 
notice you are cutting out the old antiaircraft units down in my State. 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Now you are doing that in other places. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wrnsreap. Are you cutting them out before you have the other 
ready? That is what is worrying me. 

General McGowan. We are retaining—it was first planned, Mr. 
Winstead 

Mr. Winsteap. Don’t misunderstand me. 

General McGowan. No. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. I think you have to eliminate some of these—— 

General McGowan. It was first planned that we would retain in 
the Guard only missile units and those largely that were on-site in de- 
fense of industrial areas across the United States. But then, as you 
indicate, there was a realization that there was an interval before the 
missile equipment and the missiles themselves would be in general 
supply sufficient to provide the protection we needed. So we are re- 
taining certain antiaircraft units as an interim measure. 

Mr. Winsteap. Before they will be totally eliminated you will have 
the new setup; is that right ? 

General McGowan. They will not be eliminated in the numbers we 
first anticipated until we do have the missiles in hand. 

Mr. Winsteap. That is what I wanted. 

General McGowan. To replace it. 

Mr. Rivers. But this is just modernizing the whole outfit. 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. Go ahead, sir. 

General McGowan. The next chart shows our armory construction 
progress. On June 30, 1959, the 1,147 armories shown in red were 
constructed or placed under contract—that is, will be placed under 
contract, leaving 717 remaining to be constructed in fiscal 1960. 

Mr. Rivers. I got a wire here from my adjutant general. I want 
to turn it over to somebody who can help me answer it. It just came 
in today. That would be you, wouldn’t it ? 

General McGowan. If it is a problem concerning the National 
Guard of South Carolina, I should be shouldered with it. 

Mr. Rivers. He asked me how many armories he has in here. I 
don’t know. I only saw one. 

General McGowan. We could give that to the Congressman, sir. 
We have the information here. 
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Mr. Rivers. Somebody else can do it. There is no use for you to 
do it. 

General McGowan. Very good, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We will give it to you later. I don’t want to be pro- 
vincial about it. I think cther States should have it, too. I want 
to be fair. 

General McGowan. Army appropriations of $514 million for fiscal 
1959 which the chairman referred to this morning brought the total 
Army appropriations from fiscal 1952 through fiscal 1959 to a total 
of $114 million. Transfers of $6 million 

Mr. Winsteap. General, how much did you request of the Appro- 
priations Committee ? 

General McGowan. None in fiscal 1959. Transfers of $6 million 
in fiscal 1957 and $314 million in fiscal 1959 from the nonarmory pro- 
gram increased this availability for armory construction to the $124 
million shown in gray. 

Obligations in fiscal 1959 for 97 projects are estimated at $13 million. 
This will leave an unobligated balance of $6 million to carry over into 
fiscal 1960. 

The $128 million represents the remaining requirement for appro- 
priations. , 

Mr. Rivers. $6 million into 1960? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

General McGowan. This blue bar shows the estimated Federal con- 
tribution, original estimate, as the cost of all of this construction, at 
$252 million. The Congress has provided the 124 mentioned, leaving 
as I said, the $126 million remaining for future congressional action. 

Mr. Winsteap. Pardon me, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. The $124 million that the Congress has appro- 
priated—have they appropriated all you asked for ? 

General McGowan. Have they appropriated, sir? 

Mr. Winsreap. All that you requested for armory construction. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir; they have appropriated in excess of 
our request, sir. 

— ANDERSON. May I ask if the $6 million is included in the $124 
m1iiion ¢ 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anverson. The unobligated ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How much did you request, General ? 

General McGowan. We didn’t request any money last year, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How much did you get ? 

General McGowan. $514 million, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that money too hot for you to touch? 

General McGowan. I think I could handle it, sir, if it were put 
in my hands. 

Mr. Rivers. You are on your last billet before you retire? 

General McGowan. I have a varying amount that I might serve 
depending on the fortunes of war, sir, before I retire. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, in the absence of fortunes of war, would you 
normally retire from this billet ? 

General McGowan. No, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. Well, I wouldn’t ask you any embarrassing questions, 
then. Go ahead. Because I thought if you were on your last billet 
you might be able to talk freely. 

General McGowan. I am sure, sir, that no question the chairman 
might ask would embarras me in the slightest. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t just know me, General. (io ahead. 

General McGowan. I know the chairman by reputation very well, 
sir. This next chart shows graphically the armory construction 
obligations which we were able to effect. from fiscal 1953 which is 
the first year that moneys were appropriated after the Korean in- 
cident through fiscal 1960, under the provisions of the National 
Defense Facilities Act, as amended. 

Obligations have progressed from $6 million in the first year to 
$26.7 million in fiscal 1957. 

Mr. Rivers. Now you see we can understand why you went down 
after the Korean thing. 

General McGowan. Well, sir, you see that is where we began. We 
didn’t start this until after Korea. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General McGowan. Although the bill was enacted in 1950, no funds 
were requested or appropriated until the Korean incident had—— 

Mr. Rivers. The reason you are going down now is you went so 
fast in 1956 and 1957 that you got out—you got away ahead of the 
Reserve and it is giving the Reserve a chance to catch up, is that 
right ? 

Taonecel McGowan. No, I wouldn’t believe that that is the reason, 
sir. We don’t feel that we are in competition with the Reserve or 
they with us. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, what is the reason ? 

General McGowan. Money restrictions were placed on the National 
Guard construction in 1958, at $13 million, and the 1959 and 1960 
bars will show that substantially the same level will obtain in next 
year as obtains also in this year. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, you requested that that money restriction 
be = on there, didn’t you ? 

eneral McGowan. No, sir. That was placed upon the program 
in order to keep it within the financial program of the administration. 

Mr. Rivers. You think that is a good thing. You said I can’t ask 
any embarrassing questions. You think that is good ¢ 

General McGowan. From the viewpoint 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about the viewpoint of the guard. 

General McGowan. From my viewpoint ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General McGowan. From my viewpoint as an ardent National 
Guardsman, it is to be deplored. 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t say anything else. 

Mr. WinsteAp. How much money are you requesting this year? 

General McGowan. We are asking this year—well, our authoriza- 
tion is 15 and our request is 11 plus millions of new money this year. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. And that will give you a grand total 

General McGowan. You see the $5 million the Congress appro- 
priated last year is included in this ceiling here. 
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Mr. Winsteap. Will that do all you have already approved and 
submitted to the Defense Department and money be made available 
to the States? 

General McGowan. We have a total of something in excess of $3)) 
million of approved projects awaiting appropriation. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Approved how far¢ Through the Defense De- 
partment or by the Army ? 

General McGowan. I didn’t get the question, sir. 

Mr. Winstreap. How far? Have these projects been approved all 
the way ? 

General McGowan. They have been approved by consultation with 
the Armed Services Committees of the Congress and also by line 
item, which bill was approved by this subcommittee last year. 

Mr. Winsteap. A few years ago the Army had approved a con- 
siderable number that the Defense Department had not approved at 
that time. Have you now received approval by the Defense Depart- 
ment of all the approvals the Army submitted to them ? 

General McGowan. The approved projects that I referred to, which 
are in excess of $30 million, are approved projects in every sense of 
the word by the Defense Department and the Army, of course. 

Mr. Rivers. From your contact with the adjutant general of the 
respective States, what is their feeling toward their restriction—from 
those with whom you have had contact ? 

General McGowan. They are very irked with me and regard it as 
partly our fault that most of the States are lucky to get only one 
project a year to keep their program going. 

Mr. Rivers. One project ? 

General McGowan. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. What do you mean—one project ? 

General McGowan. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. What kind of project ¢ 

General McGowan. Well, one armory project. We have some 
States that haven’t had any armory projects in the last 2 years. 

Mr. Rivers. Despite the fact that they have appropriated money 
and it is waiting ? 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. It has been waiting how long, General? Several 
years, hasn’t it, sir? 

General McGowan. Sir? 

Mr. Winsteap. Some States have had money available for several 
years, haven’t they ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir, but not in every case. 

At the present time there is approximately $30 million in matching 
funds in the hands of the States, which is about sufficient to retire the 
armory construction problem. 

Mr. Rivers. Has every State in the Union got money available? 

General McGowan. No, sir. No, Mr. Chairman. I might say that 
it has worked out about like this. Some of the States have been 
building one or two armories a year steadily since we started in fiscal 
1953. Alabama, as an example, has built over 100 armories. 

Mr. Rivers. They don’t probably need them. 

General McGowan. They need them very badly. Texas has built 
a large number. On the other hand, in your neighboring State of 
North Carolina, while they built a few, it was only about 3 years ago 
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that State matching funds became available in any amount. That 
applied also to Kentucky and West Virginia, as an instance, and to 
the new State of Alaska. Their construction has been largely in the 
last 2 or 8 years. They will still have matching funds to go. Illinois 
has built almost no federally supported armories. 

Mr. Rivers. Have they built any in Arkansas? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir, we have built and are building in Ar- 
kansas, yes, sir. They have had a steady process of construction. 

Mr. Anverson. Mr. Chairman, could I find out how much higher 
those bars would be if the Bureau of the Budget had not put restric- 
tions on our funds, starting at whatever point that became a sig- 
nificant factor ¢ 

General McGowan. Well, if there were no artificial restrictions, we 
feel that the States are fully capable of constructing annually about 
a $30 million armory construction program. That is their demon- 
strated capability. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, General—will you yield? 

Mr. Anverson. [yieldtothechairman. — 

Mr. Rivers. I was just thinking: Won’t it be a good idea to assure 
every State in the Union of at least one authorized project a year? 

General McGowan. There isn’t that much money in this $13 million, 
sir, to do that. 

Mr. Rivers. Why shouldn’t it be enough? Because I think at least 
ear ought to be built in every State in the country. Don’t you think 


General McGowan. I would like to do that, yes, sir. 

Now, every State is not at the moment prepared to supply matching 
funds. But there is only a few not in that status. 

Mr. Rivers. Because they haven’t been encouraged ? 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Now—Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Winstep. Have you requested the Department of Defense for 
that much? I mean you are cut down, like every other branch of the 
service is cut down. I am just trying to find out what you asked for. 

General McGowan. This level of construction conforms to the finan- 
cial program at this time. 

Mr. Winsreap. Well, I understand. 

T don’t mean to embarrass you, but practically every branch of the 
service—you know, and that makes sense, that you can’t give every- 
body what they want. But I assume that you did request of the 
Defense Department more armory projects than they approved. Be- 
cause they have to cut all of you back some. 

What number—if it is a fair question—did you request ? 

General McGowan. In the authorization field we were permitted 
to make no requests last year. And as you will recall, the chairman 
of this subcommittee requested of the National Guard Association 
a list of projects totaling $23 million, which list of projects was 
enacted by the Congress as new authorization. 

Now, for this year, our new authorization is to reauthorize as line 
items those projects which had high priority and for which we never 
had funds and which had originally been authorized under the con- 
sultation process, so that they would be reauthorized as line items and 
could be built with the money coming available this year. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is what the last chairman did, Mr. Brooks. 
General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, knowing what you know now, you kind of thought 
this chairman would do the same thing, didn’t you ? 

General McGowan. No, sir; I had no thought on that subject, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have the projects? 

General McGowan. The States have projects which they would like 
to see authorized. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you have the list of projects that you submitted? 

General McGowan. No, I have submitted none, except this number 
here which is in the bill and with which you are familiar. You have 
them right here. 

Mr. Rivers. If we were to ask a list, you wouldn’t have them ? 

General McGowan. Oh, yes, I could give a list in any amount of 
money up to $100 million. 

Mr. Rivers. You give us the same kind.of list this.year that you 
gave Mr. Brooks last year. 

General McGowan. Very good, sir. 

Mr. Winste4p. Mr. Chairman, wouldn’t it be wise to get what he 
considers would be desirable ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Winsteap. Of course, we can’t build every one that would be 
desirable to be built. 

General McGowan. I think—— 

Mr. Rivers. You indicated in the list you gave Mr. Brooks your 
idea of priority; didn’t you? 

General McGowan. In the lists we gave Mr. Brooks, Mr. Chairman, 
the armories were all listed by State in the priority desired by the 
State. 

Mi. Rivers. Give.us the priority desired. 

General McGowan. And they were all projects which the States 
definitely needed and for which they had matching funds. 

Mr. Winsteav. How many—pardon me. 

Mr. Rivers. You just go ahead. 

Mr. Winsteap. How many were included in that list; do you recall ? 

General McGoway. I will have to supply the number and I will for 
the record. 

Mr. Winsteap. But you took them all 

General McGowan. The total is $23 million. 

Mr. Winsteap. You took, though, what you considered top priority 
over the country? 

General McGowan. They were in every case the top priority of 
every State. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Some States might have none? 

General McGowan. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. But you took according to your judgment what you 
consider the first priority up to 30 or 40 or whatever the number was? 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Is that what you wanted now? 

Mr. Rivers. I think Mr. Winstead has developed it better than I 
could. And with that in mind, submit the list that Mr. Winstead 
has suggested to you. 

Mr. Winstxap. That you consider in first priority ? 
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General McGowan. I could now supply that figure. Colonel Kib- 
ler has given me the figures. 142 armories were included in this $20 
million list and there was additionally $3 million of nonarmory con- 
struction totaling 17 projects. Pate 

Mr. Rivers. And that would have run you up from $18 million to 
how much? 

General McGowan. Well, that was a total last year of the new 
authorization of $23 million. 

Mr. Rivers. What are you talking about now? Fiscal 1960. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir, we are talking authorization, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You are talking fiscal 1960 now ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is that red line over yonder. 

General McGowan. That is our construction program of money. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. That is 13.7. 

General. McGowan. If we give the chairman, sir, this additional 
$23 million list, that will bring our authorized projects up to a total 
of $50 million against which 1959 and 1960 will be deducted. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, then, you got 13 in one and 13 in the other, 
which is 26, 27—that would be $23 million more; wouldn’t it? 

General McGowan. That is right, sir. 

Mr. CHamBer.ain. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chamberlain. 

Mr. CHampertain. I would like to inquire about the 100 armories 
down in Alabama. Did I understand you correctly ? 

General McGowan. I didn’t hear your question, sir. 

Mr. Cuampertarn. The number of armories you said had been 
built in Alabama. 

General McGowan. Oh, I said over 100. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Well, over what period ? 

General McGowan. Well, that is from 1953, they got an early start 
right at the beginning of the program. And that is through fiscal 
1958. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Were those from State funds alone? 

General McGowan. They were built with State and Federal funds. 

Mr. Cuampertarn. Allof them? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir, that I referred to, yes, sir. 

Iam reporting only on the construction under Public Law 783. 

The only reference I had to armories built entirely with State funds 
was when we made our original estimate, where we showed that we 
had over 900 State-constructed armories that were satisfactory. 

Mr. CuampertaiIn. What is the next largest amount of armories 
that have been built in any one State under this program ? 

General McGowan. The State of Texas. 

Mr. CuampBertaAin. What do they have ? 

General McGowan. We can give that figure. 

Mr. Rivers. They are supposed to have a lot because they are the 
— biggest State in the Union. They are almost half as big as 

aska. 

General McGowan. There are two divisions. Thirty-sixth Infantry 
Division and the 49th Armored Division. It is a tremendously big 
area. 

Shall we supply that figure for the record ? 
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Mr. CrraMpBeRLAINn. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Rivers. Supply it. I think I cut off General Anderson. I didn’t 
intend to. 
General McGowan. I amsorry. 
Mr. Anpverson. I didn’t get quite the answer I wanted. 
You said you would like to have about a $30 million building pro- 


m. 

So first before we come back to the point I was trying to make, you 
meant $30 million of Federal funds or was that a $30 million pro- 
gram ? 
~ General McGowan. Yes, sir. That is just Federal funds. 

And I would like—I think Congressman Anderson has invited at- 
tention to one important thing, that for every Federal dollar spent, we 
spend another 80 cents of State money in providing the site and in their 
share of the building construction, and in addition thereafter the 
States pay all the operating costs. There is thereafter no further ex- 
pense to the Federal Government. 

Mr. Rivers. Take Alabama, for instance. Or any State that has 100 
armories. That isa pretty big item in the State budget; isn’t it? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. The maintenance and operation of 
those buildings is quite an item; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, General. 

Mr. Anperson. The point, however, to which I was trying to arrive 
is an understanding of where those would have been had you not 
a by the Bureau of the Budget. Start back anywhere 
you like. 

General McGowan. We think, sir, that we would in fiscal year 1958 
be about—somewhere between $26 million and $27 million or $28 mil- 
lion and the balance of what I call the $30 million program would be 
in nonarmory projects. 

We touch on that at the end of the briefing here, sir. 

Pach Anverson. That would be the programing that you would have 
iked ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anverson. Now take the program that the Congress approved 
the money for. In which of these fiscal years did the Bureau of 
the Budget first make a substantial restriction on your spending of 
that money ? 

General McGowan. This is the year [pointing to fiscal 1957] in 
which there was heavy overexpenditure of Federal funds—in this 
year, rather. So that as we went into fiscal 1958, an expenditure 
ceiling was put upon all defense activities. And the moneys avail- 
able in this year for all of this construction were held to approxi- 
mately 50 percent. The moneys were then brought over into the 
next year. 

Mr. Anperson. So that excepting for the Bureau of the Budget, if 
you had carried out the wishes of Congress as expressed both through 
this committee and through the Appropriations Committee and the 
final appropriations passed by the House, that bar for 1958 would 
have been of approximately the same height as 1956 and 1957? 

General McGowan. I don’t wish to put the onus on the Bureau 


of the Budget, sir. It was a governmental expenditures ceiling de- 
termined upon, because we were then approaching, as you may recall, 
nationally the debt ceiling. It was a desperate action made at this 
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time in that fiscal year to keep within that legal debt ceiling. It has 
since been raised, of course. 

Mr. Anverson. Whether the Bureau of the Budget or the Depart- 
ment of Defense—the restrictions were placed by the administration ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. Which reduced the building in that year about by 
a half? 

General McGowan. Right, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. And in 1959 how much were they reduced below 
what Congress would have constructed ? 

General McGowan. We had sufficient appropriations for a normal 
construction year. 

Mr. Anperson. Which is what? 

General McGowan. Up to here [pointing to chart], about $26 
million. 

Mr. Anperson. You would have been about $26 million or $27 
million ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anverson. Again in 1959, had you carried out the wishes of 
the Congress ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. As expressed—— 

General McGowan. As expressed in the appropriations by the Con- 
gress, that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. As expressed by the appropriations by the 
Congress ¢ 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. And what is the final 1960 situation, then ? 

General McGowan. Well, in fiscal 1960 we only carried forward $5 
million. That is money that Congress appropriated—for the current 
fiscal year, with an $11 million additional appropriation which we will 
ask for this year. 

Mr. Anpverson. So the red indicates your request for fiscal 1960? 

General McGowan. The request we are permitted to make, that is 
correct, sir. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Anverson. I think when he said the requests we were permitted 
to make, he probably adequately answered the question I was going 
to ask him next. I thank the Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. You got your answer. 

Mr. Anverson. I got it before I asked the question. [Laughter. ] 

General McGowan. Mr. Chairman, we arrive—the purpose of the 
hearing, of course, is the construction authorization request, and this 
contains for your approval a list of 52 armory projects at an estimated 
cost of $7.6 million, 

This request has 36 armories which are carryover, consultation proj- 
ects, which would expire unless reenacted as line items, totaling $5.1 
—e and 16 new projects not hitherto authorized totaling $2.5 
million. 

The remaining 40 armories, at $6.1 million, are presently authorized 
by Public Law 685 of the 85th Congress, which has been referred to 
in the testimony here as the $20 million authorization. 

The 16 new projects are required to balance construction between 
States and to replace certain armories being deleted at the request of 
the adjutant general of the States concerned. 
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On the nonarmory prograin, which has a negative term but refers to 
maintenance shops at battalion and State level and logistical facili- 
ties such as warehouses, one in each State, the nonarmory program in- 
cludes construction and rehabilitation of these logistical facilities. 
And as General Seeman said this morning, they include training fa- 
cilities at summer training sites. 

There was no money appropriated for nonarmory construction in 
fiscal 1959. However, there was an unobligated “we Me of $6.4 mil- 
lion carried over from fiscal 1958 to fiscal 1959. The $3.5 million 
of this was transferred to support armory construction costs, leaving 
$2.9 million available for the fiscal 1959 current nonarmory program. 
This 1959 program consists of 21 projects costing $2 million. The 
fiscal 1960 program has 7 projects, for $1.1 million. And it requires 
both project authorization here and later appropriation of funds. 

This concludes the formal statement, Mr. Chairman. If there are 
any questions—— 

Mr. Rivers. Now, General, in fairness to the Defense Department, 
do you think—if you had been given all that you asked for, wouldn't 
you have been out of’ gear with the rest of the, Departments? 

General McGowan. We would have had a construction program in 
excess of that, as an instance, of the Army Reserve. But we believe 
that that would not be a cause for holding back the Army Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. So it is not an excuse to say—because you got ahead 
of the Army Reserve, that you should be held down until they catch 
up. You don’t believe in that? 

General McGowan. I think someone has to balance the require- 
ments, Mr. Chairman, and I am not the person that has to balance 
them. I am the fellow who has to fight for National Guard construc- 
tion. I am a poor one to make a comment of that nature. Except 
that we do not compete with the Army Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. Any other questions of. the general ? 

Mr. Cuampertatn. Mr. Chairman, if you would permit me to just 
take another minute. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Coming back to this Alabama situation. I 
would like to ask if these 100 units that they have had down there—— 

General McGowan. 103, to be exact, sir. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 103. Is that a disproportionate amount of 
building for that one particular State in relation to the other 47 sis- 
ter States over the same period ? 

General McGowan. I would like to say that—we could say honestly 
that the greatest amount of construction has been effected in the 
States which had the greatest need. There were practically no State- 
owned armories in Alabama at the end of World War II. 

The National Guard in Alabama is just as big as the National 
Guard in New Jersey, and it has only half the population of New 
Jersey. The need is there. The need was also in Texas and other 
places. 

There was in those early years a dissatisfaction with the minimum 
standards of construction permitted. Alabama chose to accept those 
standards and build under them, to get the armories which they so 
desperately needed. Other States waited. 

So this would appear to be a disparity in favor of Alabama. In 
fact, it was not, sir. 
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Mr. CuambBer.tatn. Thank you, General. 

Mr. Rivers. You had a pretty good National Guard in that part of 
the United States, didn’t you, throughout the South ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the next project ? 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the General one question ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. I don’t mean to cut you off. 

Mr. Wamp ter. I would like to know the importance, if I can, in 
relationship to the nonarmory program to the Regular establishment, 
of construction. I notice that so much of the funds were converted 
here over into the Regular construction program. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wameter. Was that a neglect of the logistical and the train- 
ing facilities, at their expense ? 

General McGowan. No, I would say, Congressman Wampler, that 
that resulted from our inability to construct, regardless of our efforts, 
more than a handful of nonarmory projects each year. 

We have had terrific opposition against nonarmory construction 
on the part of the Bureau of the Budget year after year. And we 
should have more nonarmory projects in the fiscal 1960 program. 
But - could not get approval to include the additional ones we 
needed. 

Mr. Wampter. This is the point that I was trying to bring out. 

General McGowan. So that 

Mr. Wamp ter. Did the transfer of this money for construction to 
the Regular armory program—when that was taken away, you had 
to apparently curtail your training program in that other field, did 

ou not? 
fs General McGowan. I would like to express it this way, and I be- 
lieve this is the true situation. 

We left in the nonarmory field all the funds that we needed to sup- 

ort the construction of the projects that we could secure approval to 
include in the program. It was bad business in the view of the 
appropriation committees of the Congress to have this $5, $6, or $7 
million of nonexpended or nonobligated, nonarmory funds year after 
year. 

So we used it in the armory field. But we have not restricted at 
any time nonarmory construction because we didn’t have enough 
funds provided by the Congress. 

= Wampter. Now how does the future look for the nonarmory 
part ¢ 

General McGowan. It appears as though we will annually be able 
to build a million or two million of these State shops or battalion 
maintenance shops that we have to have or maintenance aircraft 
hangars. 

Because that is all we will be able to get by the eagle eye of the 
Bureau of the Budget. We should be providing them now and we 
should have provided them in the past 3 or 4 years. 

Mr. Wamp ter. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. If there are no more questions, let’s get 

Mr. Anperson. May I ask, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Anperson. Just a technical point. If this committee or the 
Congress should contemplate an increase over and above the figure 
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that you are permitted to ask for, as you put it, would that require 
that we have available to us a list of additional projects to supple- 
ment those that are listed in title V ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir, it would; and we would provide suc! 
a list, armory by armory and State by State. 

Mr. Anperson. Will that automatically come in response to the 
previous request of the chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

I think it would be good—not telling you how to run your busi- 
ness. I have enough trouble running my own. It would be good ii 
we could have a map up there. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Showing the projects that you have. 

General McGowan. We have built? 

Mr. Rivers. And then put another map, with that little isinglass— 
whatever you call that thing? 

General McGowan. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. What you would have if the list were as you asked for it. 

General McGowan. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. And that would give us the national figure? 

General McGowan. Very good, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t you think so, Jim ? 

Mr. Anverson. I think that would be excellent. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand General Seeman is going to give us thie 
line items. Whereis General Seeman ? 

General Seeman. Here, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Couldn’t see you, sir. Whenever you ask for these 
things, we could see just what the situation is. 

Now I don’t think the Air Force ought to remain here when we are 
not going to call youthis afternoon. General Wilson—— 

r. Winsteap. May I ask him one question ? 

Mr. Rivers. Wait 1 second. 

General Wilson, you and I—who is that sitting by you ¢ 

Mr. Barrison. General Maddox. 

Mr. Rivers. You are all waiting to testify ¢ 

Mr. Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t think we are going to get around to you. And 
that is also true for the Navy. Don’t you think it will take the rest 
of the afternoon to finish these line items ? 

Mr. StaTinsuek. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You gentlemen, I know, have a lot to do. I don’t 
believe we will get to any of you today. Does the committee want to 
meet tomorrow! I don’t want to particularly meet tomorrow, unless 
you al] want to meet. 

[ Chorus of “No”. 

General McGowan. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much, General. You made a good 
witness. 

Now I think we can excuse you gentlemen who don’t have any busi- 
ness. It is senseless to keep you here waiting. I don’t know when 
I can tell you when to come back, because I don’t know what my orders 
will be next week. 

I think sometime in the afternoon of next week we will be able 
to hear you. 
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Mr. Wuson. All right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then we will get into the line items. 

Mr. Witson. At your pleasure, sir. 

General Szeman. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Sreman. General Palladino and the people of the Army 
Reserve—we did just not understand that you were going back into 
the line items. I will do my best to follow that through with the 
help of the people that are here, if you wish. 

Mr. Rivers. We don’t want to be here for nothing. 

General Seeman. I believe we can answer all of your questions and 
if we can’t—— 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t believe you can. Better have General Palladino 
here. 

General Sreman. Then we could take General McGowan’s National 
Guard line items first and we will ask General Palladino to come 
back, 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s do that. We want to finish with you people and 
let you go home and get back to your business. 

General Sreman. Yes,sir. We appreciate it. 

Mr. Rivers. I think in the interes of orderly procedure we ought 
to finish one service first before we take up another. 

Now, let’s start off on the line items. You gentlemen of the Navy, I 
don’t think we will get to you today, so if you want to go, you may. 

Admiral Tayior. Did I understand you to say that we will meet 
tomorrow or next week ? 

Mr. Rivers. We just won’t meet tomorrow. 


Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. We will be prepared any day next week. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record, Sam. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. All right, General McGowan, it looks like you didn’t 
leave after all. 

General McGowan. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go now and get on the National Guard and get 


moving because we got to move. That will be on page 59 of the bill, 
won't it? 

General McGowan. That is the nonarmory, sir. Did you wish to 
first query on the nonarmory ? 

Mr. Rivers. No; we want tostart at the beginning. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Your fine armory line. 

Mr. Rivers. On page 56, line 21. 

General McGowan. Amsterdam, N.Y. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, sir. 

General McGowan. Col. George Kibbler, National Guard construc- 
tion officer, will take over. 

Mr. Rivers., Amsterdam, N.Y. 

Colonel Kissiter. Amsterdam, N.Y., is what we term a conversion 
project to adapt this particular existing armory from infantry type 
usage to armored type usage. 

Mr. Rivers. No acquisition or nothing ? 

Colonel Kipster. No land acquisition or nothing. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Krister. It is expansion of an existing facility, sir. 
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General McGowan. We could state with respect to all these armor- 
ies, Mr. Chairman, there is no land acquisition involved except on the 
part of the local authorities or by the State concerned. 

Mr. Rrvers. I think in the interest of dispatch, where there is no 
acquisition—you don’t think we need to dwell too much on it. What 
about that, Jim? You just read them and we will go through them. 

General McGowan. Anchorage, Alaska. 

Colonel Krerr rr. Anchorage, Alaska. 

Mr. Rivers. $55,000. What is that? 

Colonel Kiesier. Anchorage, Alaska, is a new armory, sir. We 
designated it for one unit and a motor vehicle storage building, with a 
Federal contribution of $276,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Now that they are a State, can you get anything out of 
them ? . 

Colonel Krester. Yes, sir. 

General McGowan. They issued bonds, sir, providing $1 million 
for matching funds over a year ago. 

Mr. Rivers. That is fine. They got to stand on their own feet now, 
Alaska has, General. They asked to be a State. 

What is the next one? 

Colonel Kresirr. The next project is a project in Baltimore, Md., 
which has a Federal contribution of $215,000. 

General McGowan. I could add that this armory is the last armory 
that will be required to be constructed in the State of Maryland be- 
cause that is one of the States which had many State-owned armories, 
and this winds up their total armory requirement. 

Mr. Rivers. How much will that project cost altogether? 

Colonel Kiesier. $215,000 aderal’ contribution. The State con- 
tribution is somewhere between $50,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General McGowan. They put in more than 25 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the next one? 

Colonel Kisser. The next one is in Puerto Rico—at Bayamon, in 
Puerto Rico, That project has a Federal contribution of $150,000 
nrg a Commonwealth contribution in the neighborhood of $60,000 to 

75,000. > 

General McGowan. For two units. 

Colonel Kiesier. This is to be occupied by two units. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. General, your description indicates a three-unit 
armory. 

General McGowan. We have reduced it to a two-unit armory in 
this request, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see you got one—what is the next one? 

Colonel Kiesiter. At Beebe, Ark., sir. A Federal contribution of 
$45,000 for a one-unit armory. 

Mr. Rivers. To add insult to injury, they even put it in White 
ounty. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. This is page 57. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the State contribution ? 

Colonel Kisster. In Arkansas, it is $45,000, sir. 

General McGowan. No, the State contribution. 

Colonel Kiser. The State contribution will be in the neighbor- 
hood of $15,000 to $18,000. 
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Mr. Rivers. New Mexico, Belen. 

Colonel Kisser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Training facility, $57,000. What is the State con- 
tribution of that? 

Colonel Kiester. It will average somewhere around $20,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Birmingham, Ala. 

Colonel Kissier. Birmingham, Ala~—— 

Mr. SiatrnsHEK. Benson, N.C, 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, Benson, N.C. 

Colonel Krsster. Has a Federal contribution of $105,000 and a 
State contribution of around $35,000 to $40,000. 

Mr. Rivers. How many units are you going to train there? 

Colonel Kisser. This will be a one-unit armory, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I tell you what you do. As we read them, where they 
exceed one unit bring it to the attention of the committee. 

Colonel Kisster. Right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Birmingham, Ala. 

Colonel Kisser. Birmingham, Ala. Federal contribution $160,- 
000 and the State contribution will be in the neighborhood of $60,000. 
It is a one-unit armory. 

Mr. Rivers. Buffalo, N.Y. 

Colonel Krester. Buffalo, N.Y., is a conversion. A 100 percent 
Federal cost, of approximately $75,000. That is to adapt the armory 
for use by armor. 

Mr. Rivers. That is for conversion ? 

Colonel Kissizr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Conversion 

Colonel Kisster. Of an existing armory. 

Mr. Rivers. For conversion you don’t apply anything to the States? 

Colonel Krissier. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General McGowan. That is when a conversion is required because 
the type of unit located in the armory has been converted, as this was, 
from infantry to armor to meet the requirements of the Federal 
Government, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It wouldn’t be fair to require the State to— 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think that is right. 

General McGowan. Any other expansion for State needs is shared 
by the State. 

Mr. Rivers. Now here comes Butte, Mont. 

Colonel Kisster. That is a one-unit armory; $70,000 Federal and 
ae $25,000 State. 

Mr. Rivers. General, have you anything to say on that? 

Mr. Anperson. Well, I did want to ask a question concerning joint 
use. 

Mr. Rivers Go ahead. 

Mr. Anperson. Do any of these facilities that we have here include 
joint use between the National Guard and the Reserve? 

General McGowan. None so far, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a good question. I appreciate the gentleman 
bringing that up. When you get to the joint use, I wish you would 
bring that to our attention. We should know about that. 
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Mr. Anperson. In the case of—but I know there are Reserve units 
who are also deficient in facilities. I thought that perhaps it would be 
an economy if they construct their facilities jointly. | rk: 

General McGowan. We can say at this time that in this list only 
one, San Rafael in California, is the only joint construction armory 
here. And that is all in this list. 

Mr. Anverson. Has it been explored ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. In the case of all of them? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. The Reserve facilities committee of 
the State has recommended it be unilateral construction. 

Mr. Rivers. I note the one in Birmingham, Ala., is a one-unit plus 
an Army National Guard evacuation hospital. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. That is a hospital unit in the Na- 
tional Guard, sir. That is one of our evacuation hospitals, which is 
quite a large unit. 

Mr. Rivers. It looks like they are not so backward. It looks to me 
like they are progressive. We don’t have one like that in my part 
of the country. 

General McGowan. We have six in the United States only, sir. 
There is nothing backward about the South Carolina Guard, as I am 
sure the chairman would agree. : 

We have some electronic units in the new troop structure in South 
Carolina. No evacuation hospitals. 

Mr. Rivers. They were pretty mad about that in the new reorgan- 
ization, because they were one of the six in the United States that 
stood in the ready basis and could be used without any training to 
amount to that. You knew that, didn’t you? 

General McGowan. That was the second largest division in the 
United States. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Anperson. May I inquire for further clarification? The near- 
est city is listed at Whitehall, Mont., to Butte. 

General McGowan. The next large city to Butte. 

Mr. Anperson. Oh, the next large city. 

General McGowan. Large city; yes, sir. Not the nearest one. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you finished with your question ? 

Mr. Anverson. No, I finished. 

~ Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Colonel Kisster. The next project is at Cape May Court House, 
N.J., for a two-unit plus armory. Federal contribution of $250,000. 
~ State.contribution will be in the neighborhood of $80,000 to 

90,000. 

Mr. Rivers. State contribution, $140,000. State contribution of 
$140,090 in my book. 

Colonel Kissier. No, $80,000 to $90,000, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I am reading right here. It says $140,000 in my book. 
. Colonel Kissier. I am sorry, sir. I didn’t notice that up there. 
They apparently are putting additional funds into that for local use. 

Mr. Rivers. It is going to cost $390,000 and they are going to put 
$140,000 in it. 

_ Colonel Krssier. Yes. 

General McGowan. This is a case where, as it was stated earlier by 

General Seeman, the State builds more into it than is required. 
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Mr: Rivers. It is a good example of what General Seeman told us. 

General McGowan. Exactly. 

Mr. Rivers. It is permanent masonry construction, and accessories 
to complete the building for permanent occupancy. That is why we 
say that when a State goes out, any State, and does such a thing in 
their own behalf, I don’t think anybody in the Department here 
should frustrate them. Because it is a classic example of the States 
trying to paddle their own canoe. We went out in South Carolina 
and built $200 million worth of colored schools—the newest in the 
United States. 

General McGowan. South Carolina is also an instance, Mr. Chair- 
man, of a State that constructed many State armories in the 1930's, 
entirely at State expense. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. And we hire more colored teachers in 
South Carolina than all of New England, all of New York, all of 
New Jersey, and all of Pennsylvania combined. That is the way 
we de business. And we pay our colored teachers—this is off the 
record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. We don’t talk one way and do another. That is why 
we have the best school system. This is off the record, Sam. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. Where a State tries to go out here and do something 
and it costs money. There isn’t any question about it. When they 
do that, they ought to help them. 

I think as you do that New Jersey is a fine example of that. 

Mr. CuampertaiIn. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed—— 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I don’t presume to speak for Mr. Wampler and 
General Anderson, but being new to this committee myself I just 

resume that all of these have been screened by the Bureau of the 
3udget. or someone else before they have been incorporated in this 
bill. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. That is correct, General ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir; they have; oh, yes. 

Mr. CHamBerain. Can you tell me, just to fill me in for my own 
information, the procedure that you have gone through to justify 
this, so that I will know what screening this has had before it comes 
to. us here, in the way of the Bureau of the Budget or other authority ? 

General McGowan. I could do that very briefly, I think, Mr. Con- 
gressman. : 

When a State decides that it wishes to construct an armory at a 
given location, it must be, of course, for a specific unit in being. 

It makes out what we call a form 7, and that is acted on first in 
the State by the State facilities committee, which has on that com- 
mittee representatives of the several Armed Forces whose interests lie 
wth Reserve components—Marine Corps Reserve, Naval Reserve, Air 
Force Reserve, and National Guard—and they pass upon the neces- 
sity for it and whether joint occupancy is needed or whether being in 
a small town, which most of the guard units are in—being the only 
unit—there can be unilateral construction. That is then in turn sent 
into the Bureau. It is screened there and checked against our or- 
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ganization and strength records to insure that the strength is being 
maintained in that unit to meet the standards required by the Depart- 
ment of Defense before the armory can be built. 

After that mechanical screening, it is included in an authorization 
program first, such as this, and then is screened by the Deputy Chief 
of Staff for Logistics, represented by General Seeman, and after he 
is satisfied it is forwarded up to Mr. Bryant’s shop, the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Properties and Installations. They make a 
check there to make certain that it is a valid project. 

Now, at that stage it is passed upon by a joint committee represent- 
ing the Army, Navy, and Air Force, right at Defense level, before the 
authorization request is approved by Department of Defense or by 
Mr. Bryant’s shop as we call it. 

Having done that, then that becomes a project which is forwarded 
to the Congress for inclusion in an authorization act, presently as a 
line item. 

A similar process, but not quite as detailed, and starting between 
the State ar the Bureau and coming up on the money side, follows, 
when we put in a request for an appropriation. 

It fells gets two very thorough channels of screening, to insure 
that costs are reasonable and that we meet criteria and so on. 

We have two criteria—one is space and the other is type of con- 
struction, materials, and so on. 

It is a very thorough going over that it gets both in the financial 
channels and in the authorization channels. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. In view of the other discussions we have had 
here about your not being able to build units once they have been 
authorized and funds appropriated, am I correct in understanding if 
this committee and the Congress authorizes this construction and the 
funds are appropriated, that these units will in fact be built? 

General McGowan. They will be built, yes, sir. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I mean there is no question about going through 
the motions authorizing things here and then someone saying “You 
can’t have it.” 

General McGowan. No, sir. They will be built as the funds are 
provided and then as the funds are released. So it may be longer 
than is desired, but they will be built when the two—when the author- 
ization first is granted and later the funds are provided for the con- 
struction. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. But we have no assurance that the funds will be 
released even though they are authorized and appropriated, do we? 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir, not in the fiscal year per- 
haps intended by the Congress, but eventually, yes. 

Mr. CuamperLaIn. But do I understand from what you have said 
that by this process of getting, that is setting this up,.these items 
here, that you have reason to feel that if they are authorized and 
funds are made available, that as a practical matter these funds will 
be released to you for this purpose? 

General McGowan. If not in this fiscal year, some later one. 

As an instance, if $20 million worth of construction were author- 
ized in Congress this year and $20 million were appropriated to ef- 
fect that construction, it might not all be nd, all that money 
released, in that fiscal year. It might be 15 of it and 5 carrried 
over. 
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Mr. Cuampernarn. I am speaking of this Deep Freeze operation. 
You don’t anticipate that insofar as these projects are concerned. 

General McGowan. We can only plot the future by pointing to 
the past, and for 3 years, or the past 2 years and for the next year, 
we are running off at about 50 percent of what Congress provided for 
in the last 2 years in money. 

Mr. Cuampertain. I think I understand what you have said. _ 

Mr. Rivers. General, we know what your problems are. But it 
looks to me like the projects that they let you ask for—they shouldn’t 
hold those up. They let you ask for these, didn’t they ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, why would they want to hold these up? 

I understand, though—you see, under the construction we can’t 
appropriate for longer than 2 years. You know that? 

fel McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You know that. And before your money expires you 
will spend it, won’t you? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

At the level of appropriations by the Congress, that has not 
hitherto involved more than a 2-year period. 

Mr. Rivers. And it is not unusual, though, for any department 
of the Government—they can’t obligate and spend every bit of the 
money they get in every fiscal year. 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. There is always a carryover of some kind. 

General McGowan. That is right, sir. We regard a reasonable 
carryover asa very desirable feature. 

Mr. Rivers. Certainly. 

General McGowan. To insure the continuity of the program. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General McGowan. It provides that continuity the States need. 

Mr. Rivers. I am going to ask Mr. Slatinshek in the interest of dis- 
patch to read these, and wherever there is a question we will bring it 
up. Because it is like Mr. Chamberlain said, they have already been 
approved anyway by the budget. 

Mr. CHampertain. Mr. Chairman, may I say I appreciate General 
wonder if there was any effort made to unify those two organizations. 

Mr. Rivers. I think you should do it, because you have to know 
these things. I want anybody, wherever there is a question, to ask 
Mr. Wampler, you and General Anderson, or anybody else. 

Mr. Wampter. Well, I have one right now. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Mr. Wampter. Of course, I may be a little ahead here. I notice 
that there is a military construction here for the National Guard at 
Johnstown, Pa. Then I notice there is one apparently scheduled for 
Johnstown in the Army Reserve. There is a paralleling there. I 
wonder if there was any effort made to unify those two organizations. 

General McGowan. The Pennsylvania National Guard Armory 
projected for Johnstown, Pa., is a complete tank battalion. 

Now, generally speaking, we feel that is as big as an armory should 


I would venture to say that in a town of that size the Reserve ar- 
mory would be a multiple-unit armory as well. 
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We agreed between ourselves that we locate in one area and the 
Reserve armory in another, rather than put 10 units at one spot to 
which everybody has to travel. . 


Mr. Wameter. Yes. 
General McGowan. So with a battalion armory, where four or five 


units are going to be built in it—we generally set up another armory 
for the Reserve in the same town. That is true in the Ppa 

Instead of having one great big armory in the middle of the town, 
we prefer to have battalion armories out on the perimeter. 

Mr. Wamp er. I wanted to get this straight, if I could, too, general. 
What personnel strength should a unit meet in order to be economi- 
cally feasible for construction ? 

’ General McGowan. We have two criteria, one for a unit which has 
between 55 and 100—and we call that the small unit armory—and then 
the unit armory which is in excess of that, that is over 100. 

They must meet those strength figures in order to have construction. 

Mr. Wampter. Are you building any that aren’t, that is that do not 
fall in that category ? 

General McGowan. We have not, nor are-we. 

As a matter of fact, in the last 2 years during this prospective re- 
organization, to insure that we athe § be building armories where they 
would continue to be required, we have upped the minimum figure 
ourselves by 10 to 15. 

Mr. Wameter. And what do you do with an armory where the per- 
sonnel strength diminishes below your standards? There is no de- 
activation taken there? ek 

General McGowan. Well, we require the unit to maintain a mini- 
mum level of strength to retain its Federal recognition. And we 
have not in these small towns actually had to withdraw recognition 
of units occupying these armories. In the larger towns, where the 
population is moving out, we have had that kind of difficulty. But 
we have not built, as General Palladino stated this morning, any 
armory facilities we have had to vacate. 

Older armory facilities built by the States many years ago, sir, 
such as in Manhattan where the populations move out, are being dis- 
posed of by the States, and they use that money to replace the facili- 
ties in some other newly developed area. 

Mr. Wamrter. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that all, Mr. Wampler? 

Mr. Wamp.er. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuatinsueK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask just one ques- 
tion for the record. Li 

General, once an authorization has been approved, on a line-item 
basis, do you have permanent authorization for this project unless it 
is rescinded or is there a time period after which this 1s automatically 
rescinded ? ‘ 
. General McGowan. There is no time period. 

.Mr. Statinsuex. In other words, it is carried on the books and 

theoretically in your subsequent requests for authorization, if you no 

longer need the project, you request a rescission of that authorization ? 
eneral McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

_Now there is a provision in the law where there may be substitu- 
tions within a 15 percent limitation of armories that are required in 
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substitution for one the need for which might terminate. That is.a 
provision of the law. aa an , 

Mr. Rivers. That is the provision of the Constitution which says no 
moneys may be appropriated for 2 years, and it doesn’t apply to au- 
thorizations. rons 

General McGowan. Not to authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a good question. 

Mr. SLaTINSHER. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question for the record, 


which I think is rather important for the record? I will just pick 
these two out for illustration. : 

You say here—Army National Guard of the United States, armory 
at Amsterdam, N.Y., for training facilities, $55,000. Anchorage, 
Alaska, for training facilities, $276,000. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. +e 

Mr. Morris. And here, over on page 59, Savannah, Ga., training 
facilities, $600,000; Silver City, N. Mex., training facilities, $60,000; 
just one-tenth as much. 

General McGowan. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, I am sure there is some reason. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Would you explain to us the reason why there is such 
a straight difference?” 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. In the same type of facility. 

General McGowan. Well, at Amsterdam, N.Y.—the State of New 
York constructed many years ago a very fine armory which probably 
couldn’t be replaced today for less than $300,000 asa minimum. That 
unit was converted from infantry to armor. This is merely to add to 
that armory an addition in which they can put tanks where they may 
train on the vehicles and service them. That is merely a conversion 
of an armory to meet the new type of unit. 

And Anchorage, Alaska, as I believe you are well aware, sir, that: 
is for one unit and it is a high cost for a one-unit armory. I am sure,, 
Congressman Morris, you know that the costs up there are very high 
due to the short construction season, and the fact that the mechanics: 
come in for the construction season and move out at the end of the 
summer. The highest costs are in Alaska. 

The armory at Savannah, Ga., is for the divisional artillery of the 
48th Armored Division. It is two batallions, plus a divisional artil- 
lery headquarters. Therefore, it is a large—it is an 11-unit armory. 
I don’t recall the last one. What was the last one? There is one 
more. 

Mr. Morris. Well, for the record, you would say then there ‘is—— 

General McGowan. Oh, there is one in Nevada. 

Mr. Morris. That the real reason for all of these differences in 
figures—— 

General McGowan. Now—— 

Mr. Morris. That there has been a careful study made as to the 
cost estimates. 

General McGowan. We find that in certain States—I might use 
Puerto Rico as an example, sir. They don’t build a drill hall. They 
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build an L-shaped building around a courtyard, and their unit cost 
would be very low. 

Now, Nevada’s cost is low construction cost and a very simple type 
armory, much less than the criteria would permit them to build. But 
it is built to their satisfaction at that price. i 

Mr. Morris. I thought we should have that for the record, Mr. 
Chairman, because that question will be asked no doubt on the floor, 
as to why there is a difference in the cost. 

Would you say as a general proposition that in your judgment all 
of these amounts listed opposite the line items, as a matter of cost, 
are fully justified ? 

General McGowan. We do feel that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And that they are necessary, that amount of money 
is necessary ? 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Todo the job that you feel should be done. 

General McGowan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris, All right. 

Mr. Rivers. This is off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. StatinsHeEK. Shall I begin reading, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Suatinsuex. Colby, Kans.: Training facilities, $80,000. 

Colville, Wash.: Training facilities, $150,000. 

De Witt, Ark.: Training facilities, $45,000. 

Donna, Tex.: Training facilities, $99,000. 

Dover, N.J.: Training facilities, $250,000. 

Durant, Miss.: Training facilities, $54,000. 

Elizabeth City, N.C.: Training facilities, $105,000. 

Enosburg Falls, Vt.: Training facilities, $169,000. 

Farmington, Mo.: Training facilities, $115,000. 

Gainesville, Ga.: Training facilities, $90,000. 

Greeley, Colo.: Training facilities, $132,000. 

Hazen, Ark.: Training Facilities, $45,000. 

Idaho Falls, Idaho: Training facilities, $105,000. 

Inman, S.C.: Training facilities, $99,000. 

Iuka, Miss.: Training facilities, $54,000. 

Johnstown, Pa.: Training facilities, $375,000. 

Jonesville, S.C.: Training facilities, $99,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Are they the same kind of things—I see that one at 
Jonesville and the one at Inman cost the same amount of money. 

Colonel Kisster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They are prototypes? 

General McGowan. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Leominster, Mass.: Training facilities, $200,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Logan, Ohio: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Milan, Tenn. : Training facilities, $91,000. 

Milwaukee, Wis. : Training facilities, $235,000. 

Mount Olive, N.C.: Training facilities, $105,000. 

New Brockton, Ala. : Training facilities, $70,000. 

Olean, N.Y.: Training facilities, $46,000. 

Omaha, Nebr. : Training facilities, $450,000. 

Oswego, N.Y.: Training facilities, $52,000. 
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Plentywood, Mont. : Training facilities, $63,000. 

Ponce, P.R.: Training facilities, $150,000. 

Princeton, W. Va.: Training facilities, $60,000. 

Quitman, Miss. : Training facilities, $54,000. 

Riverdale, N.J.: Training facilities, $250,000. 

Ronceverte, W. Va.: Training facilities, $54,000. 

Roswell, N. Mex. : Training facilities, $200,000. 

St. Paul, Minn. : Trainin facilities, $565,000. 

Salem, Oreg. : Training facilities, $160,000. 

San German, P.R.: Training facilities, $150,000. 

San German, P.R. : Training facilities, $150,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. 

Mr. StatinsHeEK. That is a duplication there. 

General McGowan. Yes. 

Mr. StatinsueEk. Is that a typographical error? 

Colonel Kissier. Typographical error; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Puerto Rico costs us enough as it is. No use to give it to them twice. 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. Beginning on page 59, line 1, Savannah, Ga.: 
Training facilities, $600,000. 

Silver City, N. Mex.: Training facilities, $60,000. 

Tomahawk, Wis.: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Troy, N.Y.: Training facilities, $47,000. 

Webb, Miss. : Training facilities, $54,000. 

Various locations: Training facilities minor conversions, $84,000. 

General, could you explain that last item ? 

General McGowan. Yes. I will ask Colonel Kibbler to do that, if I 
may. 

Mr. SiatinsHexk. All right, sir. 

Colonel Kissier. We have a series of small projects in Kentucky 
where the cost of the work will run from $1,500 to about $18,000. 
Rather than list all those projects in the bill, under the provisions of 
Public Law 685, where the Department of Defense has the authority 
to approve projects under $50,000, we have carried that group of 
projects as a lump sum, rather than burden the bill with a lot of 
small, minor projects. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all right with us, if you can get by the appro- 
priations committee on that. Can you do that? 

Colonel Kissier. Sir, we feel we have ample back-up which we can 
show for each project. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Kresier. It is a conversion type project 100 percent by the 
Federal Government as a result of change from infantry to armor. 

Mr. Rivers. Anything over $50,000 you have to consult with us. 

Colonel Krpster. Yes, sir. 

General McGowan. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, let’s go to the nonarmory. 

Mr. StatTinsHEeK. The nonarmory items are next in the bill. Army 
National Guard of the United States. 

Bismarck, N. Dak. : Maintenance facilities, $57,000. 

Buckhannon, W. Va.: Administrative and supply facilities, $206,000. 

Camp Drum, N.Y.: Maintenance facilities, $308,000. 

Hayward, Wis.: Maintenance facilities, $52,000. 

Jersey City, N.J.: Maintenance facilities, $49,000. 
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- aaa I believe that completes the list of your items for the National 
uard. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions by any members of the committee before 
we take up with General Palladino. 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much, General. 

General McGowan. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You made a fine presentation. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. General Palladino, come up. 

General Patuapino. Yes, sir, 

Mr. Rivers. You made such a fine presentation this morning. We 
wanted you back this afternoon. 

General Pattapino. Yes, sir. Glad to be back. 

Mr. Rivers. Now. we are going to let you start with your Reserve 
projects. I am going to ask General Anderson, since he is my author- 
ity on the Reserve, to kind of keep us on track with the Reserve 
‘questions. 

Mr. Anverson. I thank the chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. I want General Anderson to kind of watch this now, 
because he is pretty good. So you better make a nice presentation. 

Go ahead, General. 

General Patuapino. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Rivers. Your first project 

General Patiapino. Mr. Chairman, would you like to have us to 
go through project by project or just read the list, or how would 


you like to have us present it? 
s 


Mr. Rivers. Let’s have Mr. Slatinshek—I think we ought to take 
a typical project for the record, General Anderson, and then after 
we have gotten that for the record, we can read. For the record, I 
don’t think we should glaze over these things too quickly but for the 
record we should take a typical project and direct our questions to 
that. Don’t you think so, Mr. Chamberlain ? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes. \ 

Mr. Rivers. Then we will know what we have. 

Akron, Ohio, $574,000. Would that be a typical mn 

General PatLapino. We will be glad to discuss that one, yes, sir. 
It is a three-unit project and it is a typical project. 

Mr. Rivers. Fine. 

General Patxtaprno. I will ask Colonel Barco to discuss that 
project. 

Mr. Rivers. All right, go ahead. Discuss that project in detail 
for us. It is a three-unit project—— 

Mr. StatinsHEK. We are beginning on page 53. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s just read Akron, Ohio. That is a three-unit 
USAR unit, with a three-bay maintenance shop. That is 574,000. 
‘We will read them. Go ahead and read them. Allentown-Bethle- 
hem, and soon. I will tell you where to stop. 

Mr. Suatinsuex. All right, sir. Beginning on line 3, page 53, 
Akron (No. 2), Ohio; training facilities, $574,000. 

Allentown-Bethlehem, Pa., training facilities, $302,000. 

Anderson, Ind., training facilities, $136,000. 

Ann Arbor, Mich., training facilities, $317,000. 
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Aurora, IIl., training facilities, $302,000. 

Bardstown, Ky., training facilities, $160,000. 

Beaver Dam, Wis., training facilities, $176,000. 

Bellaire, Ohio, training facilities, $302,000. 

Bloomington, Ill., training facilities, $168,000. 

Bloomington, Ind., training facilities, $302,000. - 

Bridgeport-Fairfield, Conn., training facilities, addition, $64,000. 

Brox, NY. training facilities, $98,000. 

Brownsville, Tex., training facilities, $152,000. 

Butler, Pa., training facilities, $136,000. 

Champaign, II1., training facilities, $302,000. 

Chicago, Heights; Ill., training facilities, $302,000. 

Chico, Calif., training facilities, $168,000. 

Cumberland, Md., training facilities, $288,000. 

Dallas (No. 2), Tex., training facilities, addition, $64,000. 

Dayton, Ohio, training facilities, $48,000. 

Delaware, Ohio, training facilities, $302,000. 

Detroit (No.1), Mich., training facilities, $602,000. 

Detroit (No.2), Mich., training facilities, $602,000. 

Duluth, Minn. 

Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt here? Perhaps General Palladino 
could explain these two Detroit items. They could create some ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, Mr. Slatinshek, we wanted to discuss Flint, 
because that is in our colleague’s district. That is a good-sized one. 
Would Flint be a typical one? 

Colonel Barco. Flint, Mich., sir? 


Mr. Rivers. Yes. Let’s go one until we get to Flint. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Then if it varies from Detroit, we will get—— 
Colonel Barco. That is atypical proj ect. 


Mr. Rivers. Let’s stop at Flint 
trict and he is familiar with it. 

, 7 SiatinsHEK. Line 6, page 54, Duluth, Minn., training facilities, 
317,000. 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Chairman, I have a question there. That is the 
authorized strength and the drill paid strength and your assigned 
strength at a training center like that where you have an authorized 
strength of 594 and you are only training in drill pay 160 men. How 
do you explain your justification, in operating a center like that. 
Duluth and St. Cloud, Minn. ? 

General Patnapino. Mr. Chairman. Mr. Congressman, that is a 
200-man facility. The authorized strength is 240 and the paid drill 
strength is 160. This is the new troop basis that they have authorized 
in this particular installation. 

Mr. Wampter. This 594 that is listed here for the authorized 
strength: Does that include two, or is that just a one unit? It is on 
page ITT, in the first part of your construction list there. It gives 
your authorized strength. It says 594. I just wanted to get a clari- 
fication on it. 

Mr. Rivers. One explanation of a thing like that is—you don’t have 
the authorized strength on any of these units, do you ? 

Colonel Barco. No, sir; we do not. The authorized strength is the 
full table of organization. 


cause it is in our colleague’s dis-. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Colonel Barco. These units run at 74 percent, some of them at 53 
percent, and so forth. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Barco. And that is what they call the paid drill strength. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what our colleague is trying to get. 

. Mr. Wampter. These seem to me to be possibly two exceptional 
cases, and you find it in Minnesota, Duluth, and St. Cloud, where your 
personnel strength certainly is not consistent with the strength you 
find at other places, and yet you are spending a lot of money in a local- 
ity to develop something. 

I just wondered about the advisability of spending money in local- 
ities like that when you are not getting results. 

Colonel Barco. Sir, the building would like you to note is built 
on the basis of the actual assigned strength and the paid drill strength. 
It is not based on the total authorized strength. 

For example, this project we are talking about at Duluth is a 200- 
man capacity building. They actually have there, physically in the 
unit, today, 240 men. So: we are building a center with a designed 
i ag: to accommodate the participating strength. 

r. Wampter. You can go to 594 and service that many people in 
the center if they reached the full capacity as to authorized strength. 

Colonel Barco. Not in this building; no, sir. 

Mr. Wampter. Will you cut that number that is listed as your 
authorized strength ? 

General Patuaprno. We will never go to that authorized strength 
aon gael manning level will not allow us to reach that particular 
strength. 

Mr. Wamerter. Is this in error, this publication? It says an au- 
thorized strength at Duluth of 594. 

General Patiapino. No, sir; the authorized strength is the TO & E 
strength that that unit would be authorized if it were fully mobi- 
lized—under fully mobilized conditions. 

That would call for a paid drill strength in the Army Reserve of 
anywhere from 450,000 to 500,000 people. We do not plan to build 
our Army Reserve units to that particular number of people. So 
we are going to man these units at a certain percentage. 

Now off the record. 

Further statement off the record.) 
n the record. We will have 300,000 paid drill spaces at the end 
of fiscal year 1959. 

Mr. Rivers. This is peacetime strength and mobilization would be 
the other? 

General Patiapino. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is kind of on the cadre concept ? 

General Patuaprno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It isa larger cadre? 

General Patiaptno. Only it isa good cadre. 

Mr. Rivers. I say it is a cadre concept, that you are not filling up. 
You have your MOS and everything there? 

‘General Patuapino. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It is like a ship. 

General Patiapino. Does that answer your question, sir? 

Mr. Wampter. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. It is like a ship. None of our ships are operating with 
a full complement. 

General Patiapino. That is right, sir. 

Mr. StatinsHeEK. Shall I proceed, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. That was a good question. 

Mr. Wamp er. I still am not quite satisfied. According to your 
assigned strength, you have 240 assigned, and still you have an au- 
thorized strength over here. I don’t get the relationship between 
the authorized strength and the actual assigned strength that you 
have there. Why isn’t the assigned strength up to your authorized 
strength if your facilities are such to take care of it? In other words, 
I don’t see the other establishments that you have listed here being so 
different than this one particular case. 

General Patxapino. This center is being built for authorized 
strength on board, that is the authorized drill pay strength, of 160 
men. 

The authorized strength for the unit of 594 is the full mobilization 
strength of that particular unit, which we will never go to. It is 
just a figure that is necessary in our papers to complete the full pic- 
ture of that particular organization. 

Now, I don’t happen to have what units are in that particular sta- 
tion, but it sounds to me like they are 53 percent units. Therefore, 
let’s say they had 594 authorizd strength. They would never be 
allowed to go beyond something like 160 or so, because that is all the 
drill paid spaces that we have available that we can allot to that 
particular area. 


Now, the building itself is built for only those 160 people. It isn’t 
overbuilt. It is just built for those 160 people. 
Mr. Anverson. Would you explain how you can have 240 assigned 


when you are only authorized a paid drill strength of 160? 

General Patuapino. Mr. Congressman, what was that again ? 

Mr. Anperson. In the case of Duluth, would you explain how you 
~~ ty 240 assigned when you only have listed a drill paid strength 
of 160% 

General Patiapino. Mr. Congressman, this is one of those cases 
where this reorganization will cause an adjustment. 

It just so —s at the moment that they have 240 people on board 
in that particular location. The new troop basis that is allotted to 
that particular town will only provide for 160 paid drill spaces. It 
means that they have to adjust in that particular case. 

Now, there are some cases where it is the other way around. It 
is one of the adjustments that the local area commander has to make. 
He hasn’t enough units for the 240 on board strength and he is going 
to have to cut down by attrition. 

Mr. Anperson. And in the case of every armory that you have listed 
in title 5 here, if the authorized paid drill strength of the new unit 
is less than the presently authorized paid drill strength under our 

resent troop base, then you have asked for only enough money to 
uild it to the size that they will have in the new troop basis. 

General Patiaprno. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Anperson. So you are not asking for anything that won’t be 
fully utilized—you are not asking for anything that will not be fully 
utilized after we convert to the new troop basis? 
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.General Patiaptno, That is correct. The very minimum is 80 
percent utilization. That is a figure that has been pretty well firmed 


up. 

Purr, Rivers. I think this thing is confusing, though. It is 
confusing. 

_ General Patiapino. Itis,sir. I can appreciate it. 

“Mr. Rivers. I have one in front of me—will you permit me to 
interject ? 

Mr. Anperson. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And I am indebted to you for bringing it up. It is 
CRIN When you speak of authorized, you mean assigned in this 

Mr. Wameter. It gives the authorized, assigned, and it gives the 
actual table. It is on page No. III. 

’ Mr. Anverson. Mr. lahat perhaps if General Palladino would 
turn back to the summary in the roman numerals at the beginning of 
this column, starting on roman number II at the start: of. our book, and 
explain what is listed under each of the columns there. 

__ This is the section that will be helpful to members of this committee 
if on the floor we are asked questions by Congressmen from specific 
States as to what it means to them. 

We have right here a pretty good summary or an explanation. I 
think it might well be worth the committee’s time if General Pal- 
ladino would explain what is in each one of these columns, if that 
is agreeable to the chairman. 

r. Rivers. Well, anything is agreeable to me to get the story for 
the committee. What page is that on in this book? 

~ Mr. Anperson. The roman numeral III, at the top—it starts with 
numeral II. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. I see what you are talking about. You see 
that, General Palladino? 

.. General Patuaprno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You got your authorized strength, your drill pay and 
your assigned strength. If you would explain that to us, then we 
won’t have to worry on any other. 

General Patxapino. The authorized strength as I said before is 
the TO & E mobilization strength that the units in a particular loca- 
tion would be authorized to go to if the Army Reserve was manned 
on a full mobilization basis. 

Mr. Rivers. That is mobilization. 

General Patuaprno. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. General Anderson, he said that is mobilization. Is 
that plain ? 

Mr. Anverson. Yes. 

- Mr. Wameter. Yes. 

General Patiaprno. Now your drill paid strength is the strength 
that we are going to allow these units to ri based on—this particular 
book is based on a 800,000 strength. This is the number they are 
going to be able to go to on a 300,000 strength figure. 

Mr. Rivers. That is coming down from 240 to 160. 

General Patuapino. At Duluth, Minn. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that right? 

General Patuapino. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that plain, Mr. Wampler? 
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Mr. Wamrter. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. It is coming down now from 240 to 160. 

Mr. Wampter. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Now I have a question here that was brought to my 
attention. In Fulton, Mo. 

General Patuaprno. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Authorized strength is 135, Paid drill strength is 101. 
Assigned strength is 55. So you are going to bring that 55 up to 
101, is that correct ? 

General Partapino. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is just the other way around, General Anderson. 

Mr. Anverson. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. And you are readjusting these across the board, across 
the country ? 

General Patuaprino. This is part of the troop base readjustment that 
is going on now throughout the continental United States. 

r. Rivers. If that is plain, Mr. Wampler, and General Anderson, 
we will proceed now. 

Mr. Wampter. Yes, fine. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go right ahead. 

Mr. Cuampertatn. Could I ask one further question ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. CHamperuain. The paid drill strength and the assigned 
strength: Neither of those are an indication of the present strength 
today? © 

aenl Patuapino. Yes, sir. . The assigned strength is their pres- 
ent strength today. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Well, take Fulton, Mo., as we just spoke about 
that. The assigned strength is 55. ‘There are 55 drilling there now. 
_ General Patiapino. There are 55 officers and men assigned to that 
unit at present, right now. 

Mr. CHampertaIn. Thankyou. — . ‘ 

Mr. Rivers. And you are going to build them up to 101 under your 
new plan? 

General Patuapino. They will build up to 101 under this reor- 
ganization. 

Mr. Rivers. I think that is plain. 

Mr. Morris. Let me ask you this one further question. Then are 
you trying to build armories based on drill paid strength, to take care 
ofthat? Is that the main purpose here? 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General Patuapino. The armories will be built within the paid drill 
strength ceiling. : 

Mr. Morris. That is the criteria that we can go by, then, to deter- 
mine the size of the armory, and so on, is the drill paid strength ? 

General Patiapino. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. The size and the need for it. 

General Pattapino, That is the ultimate that we want to reach 
when we have our reorganization all complete. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, that is not entirely the answer, though, because 
you may have an armory which incorporates all kinds of things, like 
that big one in Savannah. You will have a terrific installation, but you 
may not have so many people. You will have a lot of valuable goods 
there, hardware, so the figure wouldn’t indicate the drill pay strength. 
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I just happened to think of Savannah. You said you had a big Army 
outfit there. I don’t know what you have. 

General Patxaprno. In instances like that, Mr. Chairman, all of our 
buildings are expansible, and where we have particular units, that 
require additional equipment, those places have expansible buildings 
to take care of that equipment. 

Mr. Rivers. You might have one of these here hospital units, like 
ne say you have six in the country. That would be a lot of money. 

ou may not have as many people attached to it as something that 
didn’t cost as much. 

_ General Pattaprno. That is right. But we would build to the 
‘strength that they can go to. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Pauxaptino. In other words, to their paid drill strength. 
That is the criteria. 

Mr. Rivers. That isstill consistent. Goahead. Isthatclear? 

Mr. Morris. I think so. Just this last question on that. I am try- 
ing to clarify my own thinking. 

either the authorized strength nor the assigned strength at this 
articular time is really the foundation we will say of your program 
ut it is the drill paid strength that really is the foundation of it, i 
that isa good term, is that right ? 

General Patiapino. The foundation is the drill paid strength. 

Mr. Morris. The drill paid strength. 

General Patuaprno. Because that is what we are going for. 

Mr. Morris. That is your objective? 

General Patiapino. That is our objective. 

Mr. Morris. All right. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. One question. 

Mr. Morris. That is clear. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question 
on this toclarify the record. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s get the typical questions on the record. I have 
reference, again, to these columns headed authorized strength and 
assigned strength. You are headed towards drill paid strength. I 
presume, however, your authorized strength figure and your assigned 
strength figure does incorporate some nondrill paid people. 

General Patuapino. None of these figures are nondrill pay people. 
We cannot build to nonpaid drill people strength. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. How do you take care of the training facilities 
for those people ? 

General PatLapino. We work them in our constructed centers, or in 
leased facilities. 

Mr. SLaTinsHEK. I see. 

General Patiaprino. But we cannot build for nonpaid people. 
These have to be paid spaces. 

Mr. StattnsHek. The entire construction program for new facili- 
ties is based on drill paid strength and the other reservists who do 
drill and who are not paid, of course, are simply either allowed in 
the existing system or they operate in leased facilities. 

General Patiaprno. That is correct. 

Shall I continue reading, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, you go right ahead. When we get to Flint, we 
want to pauseon Flint. 
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Mr. SuaTinsHeK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That may be the last we will pause for the time being, 
unless somebody has one. Because we got to get a typical unit on 
the record so we can respond to the questions that may come up on 
the floor. Go ahead. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. On page 54, line 7: 

East St. Louis, Il. : Training facilities, $156,000. 

El Dorado, Ark. : Training facilities, $152,000. 

Evanston, Ill. : Training facilities, $574,000. 

Flint, Mich.: Training facilities, $551,000. 

Fort Smith, Ark.: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Excuse me, I have already gone by Flint. 

Mr. Morris. Line 10, Flint. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Line 10 was Flint. 

Mr. Rivers. What about Flint? Now let’s pause on Flint. I want 
to ask you some questions about Flint. It is on page 24. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Page 28. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 28? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. We were going to pause on Detroit, but I think this 
is proper. 

o properly develop, train, operate, administrate, and maintain 
U.S. Army Reserve troops. That is a pretty good sized outfit, isn’t 
it? 

Mr. Patuaptino. Are we talking about Flint, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Now your paid drill strength is 390 and you will come down to 390, 
is that right?. I.mean from 509 to 390. 

General Patuapino. That is right. Our long-range paid drill 
strength will be 390. 

Mr. Rivers. It is now 509. 

General Patxapino. That is right. It is presently 509 and it is 
going down to 390. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a two-unit—— 

General Patiapino. That is a two-unit, 400-man center. 

Mr. Rivers. 400-man armory ? 

General Patuaprno. 400 men, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And you are going to get up to 390. That is pretty 
near—you are over 90 percent. 

General PatLaprno. 95 percent utilization. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. What do you mean by two-unit, General? 
What is the unit that you speak of ? 

General Patuapino. Well, we build various types of centers. I 
might just take a moment and tell you the various types. We have 
the one unit modified center. That is built for 100 man paid drill 
spaces. Then we have the one-unit center, which is for 200 men. 
Then we have the two-unit center which is for 400 men. A three- 
unit center is for 600 men. Anda five-unit center, which is the biggest 
we build, for a thousand men. 

Mr. Rivers. I think that is plain. I am intrigued to see how these 
are broken down over the country. Did you have anything to do with 
where these things were located ? 

General Pauiapino. We did as far as the selection was concerned, 
yes, sir, 
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Mr. Rivers. You weren’t provincial at all. I notice you didn’t put 
any in Massachusetts. 

General Patuaptno. That is right. Unfortunately, they were not 
as well qualified! as others in this list. These are all selected because 
they qualified on the best basis. 

Mr. Rivers. I would like for you, for the record, put something 
like that in the record, because when people ask us—Illinois looks like 
they did a pretty good job of qualifying. Indiana did fairly well. 
Pennsylvania—where is Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Perhaps we could satisfy your question and this 
particular area of interest if the General would provide us again 
with a map of the United States indicating the present Army Reserve, 

rmanent' reserve locations and then those that are contemplated 
in this authorization, as a second map, you see. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you see some—— 

Mr. SLaTINSHEK. Superimposed perhaps. 

Mr. Rivers. A lot of the States have had some and they may not 
have needed them. Because a lot of States got some reserve centers, 
haven’t they ? 

General Patiaprno. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And that, might be—this might be that you got a lot 
of people strung out over the country and that is filling in where 
they may not have as many as they needed. 

General Patuapino. No, that was not the criteria in the selection 
of these centers, Mr. Chairman. Really this list of projects contains 
those projects which are best qualified on the basis of established 
criteria pertaining to authorized strength, assigned strength, proposed 
troop basis, and stationing plan, and the inadequacy of facilities that 
now exist in those localities. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, inadequacy would be one of the things I 
mentioned. 

General Patiapino. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Because I notice Florida doesn’t have any. Massachu- 
setts doesn’t have any. 

Mr. CHamMBer.aIn. In this bill. 

» Mr. Rivers. In this bill I am talking about. North Carolina 
doesn’t have any. 

Mr. Anperson. There are 25 States represented, sir, which means 
about every other State. 

Mr. Rivers. Just about every other State. I wonder if you could 
say they just don’t qualify. It wouldn’t really be entirely an ac- 
curate statement, would it ? 

General Patuapino. Well, in selecting these projects, Mr. Chair- 
man, we had to take the best qualified projects. If we tried to allot, 
say, one project to every State, we would come up with some projects 
that might not be qualified, and then we would run into trouble. 

But by taking these on a best-qualified basis, we feel that we are 
on the safest ground, doing it that way. 

Mr. Rivers. I have to agree with you on that. But it seems to me 
like with all the Reserves you have—and they are Reserves whether 
they like it or not. They are just Reserves. They come out of the 
Army after serving 2 years. They come out of the 6-months pro- 
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m.: They come out of the National Guard—not the National 
Guard. But they come out of this and they come out of that. They 
are in these States whether they like it or not. They ought to have 
some place to meet. Now you may have some in these ‘States that 
I mentioned, General. 

General Patiapino. We definitely have, Mr. Chairman.’ For ex- 
ample, let’s take Massachusetts, with which I am familiar. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. - 

General Patiaptno. We have the Boston Army Base which is a 
U.S. Government installation. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Patuaprno. And we have a terriffic number of individuals 
that train at the Boston Army Base. 

Mr. Rrvers. That explains what I have said. Now take Florida, 
for instance. This isa big State. 

General Patuapino. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you know Florida is the second biggest State east 
of the Mississippi ? 

General Patiaptino. It is a big State. 

Mr. Rivers: It has 58,600 square miles. Georgia has 58,800 square 
miles. And Michigan has 58,000-plus square miles. The three of 
them are bunched together. Now Florida is a big State. 

General Patuapino. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. They must have something down there, because it is 
a terrifically large State. 

General Pa.utaprno. Florida has some good-sized Reserve centers 
already built or that are in the process of being constructed at the 
present moment. 

Mr. Rivers. You see that answers my question. 

General Patiapino. That is right, sir. ‘ie 

Mr. Rivers. In résponse to my question, they are objectively 
selected. ; 

General Patiaptino. That is right, sir, definitely. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. . 

Mr. Wampter. Mr. Chairman, one thing might be helpful and that 
would be—General, could you tell us what would be the average ex- 
pense incurred in a half unit, a one unit, and two, and so on—the 
average overall? What would the expenditure be for that ? 

General Patiapino. Yes, we can give that to you, Mr. Congress- 
man. We have it listed here. I will ask Colonel Barco to furnish 
the information. 

Colonel Barco. This is quite a long column of figures. Would you 
like me to give you a brief résumé, and then enter the paper in the 
record ? 

Mr. Wameter. I think that would be fine. 

Colonel Barco. Fine, sir. We have these buildings on these charts 
which I have in front of me—we show a nationwide base average cost 
for each separate type of building or structure, and then we show in 
those areas where the cost is above the national average or below the 
national average. 

Now taking these buildings as such, taking the one unit modified 
building which is a smaller building. 

Mr. Wamp er. Yes. 


34066—59—No. 17-40 





1558 


Colonel Barco. The national average for that is $131,000, going 
on, a one-unit building is $242,000 for the national average. 

Mr. Wameter. I don’t think you need to go through it, because 
it would be quite lengthy. But, Mr. Chairman, I think if we had 
those figures-at our disposal. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Wampter. It would certainly give us the average picture and 
we could explain why the expenses are terrific. 

Mr. Rivers. faci. If you will supply that—then that will give 
Mr. Slatinshek an opportunity to brief us on that for those questions 
we have here. 

Mr. Slatinshek, do you have any questions? 

Mr. StatinsHeK. No, sir. I was simply—to walk back to Detroit, 
No. 1, and No. 2, I assume that the purpose of that is simply that 
the city is large and you have a large Reserve requirement and you 
physically locate armories where they would be more convenient to 
a large number of reservists, and consequently, instead of having one 
single facility, you have two; is that the explanation there? 

General Patuapino. That is correct. Because in Detroit, for ex- 
ample, which is a big city, we build one on one side of the city and 
one on the other. 

Mr. SiaTINsHEK. Right. 

General Patuapino. And both of these units will be 3-unit build- 
ings; in other words, 600-man centers, two 600-man centers. Detroit 
is underbuilt. 

Mr. Rivers. Where you have a large military installation—take, 
for instance—take..Georgia. They have Fort Gordon, they have 
Stewart, andthey have Benning. Asa matter of fact, they have every- 
thing. 

ae PaLuLaDINo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And I say everything. 

Would you havea reserve unit at Benning? 

General Patuapino. Yes, sir; we have Reserve units that are based 
right there. 

Mr. Rivers. So you have answered the question. Wherever there 
are large military installations there wouldn’t be any need for the 
expenditure of money in many instances? 

General Patzapino. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Or in most instances. 

General Patiapino. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, just on that point. ~ 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Would it not—I am not saying it, but just raising the 
question. Wouldn’t it be a good idea or good procedure to have the 
general or someone to supply for the record, and not take the time 
right now, unless you want to, to supply for the record a statement 
showing why there is no request in these States that were left out? 
Because each Member of Congress—not each Member, but a number 
of them will inquire. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. . 

Mr. Morris. If we have that in the record, in showing a good rea- 
son for it, and that is that they are already there in sufficient quantity 
or that they haven’t qualified, or something: 

General Patuaptno. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. If we can point it out, I think we would be in better 
condition. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the reason I asked that question. 

General Patiapino. We will be happy to provide that for the 
record. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek. ; 
Mr. SuatiInsHEK. General, if we could have that graphically rep- 
resented in a map, simply pinpointing the locations and keyed to some 
size indicator, one-unit, two-unit, and so forth, then a second map 
showing the authorization requests for the same area, then that would 

satisfy any question by inspection. 

General Patiapino. We could make it as of a certain date. 

Mr. SiatinsHeEK. That is right. We realize this is a constantly 
changing affair, but we have to isolate it at a point in time. 

Mr. Rivers. As tiresome as this may sound—and it is certainly not 
dramatic to us. There is no glamour in this type of work on the floor 
of the House, I can tell you that. 

But the reason we do: They ask us some questions and we squirm 
like the proverbial hound dog. 

General Patiaptno. We are happy to provide any information that 
we can get at our disposal, very happy to. 

Mr. Anperson. Mr. Chairman, perhaps this would be the appro- 
priate time to make another request, which I was going to make at 
the conclusion of reading this list, because it will fit right in with 
this same preparation. 

I was going to ask, subject to the chairman’s approval and the com- 
mittee’s approval, that General: Palladino provide for us.a priority 
listing of additional projects that he would request if this committee 
should feel that we wanted to authorize, I will say, 50 percent more 
projects than are included in title V. These would be the next pri- 
ority projects down the list. 

Mr. Rivers. If somebody down in the Budget were to say to you, 


“Now, you just go'up yonder and tell them just exactly what you 
would do,” if we didn’t tell you you couldn’t do it—I am saying if 
they were to say that to A ig. what would your list look like? 


General Pauuaptno. In my professional opinion I believe we are 
geared to construct about $35 million worth of projects a year. 

Mr. Rivers. You got all those already screened ? 

General Patiapino. They are not already screened. I don’t be- 
lieve we have that many screened. 

Colonel Barco. Yes, sir. 

General Patiapino. Have you? 

Colonel Barco. Yes, sir. 

General Patiaprno. I will take that back—correction. We have 
that many screened. 

Mr. Rivers. It looks like you did a pretty good job on your future 
projection. 

Mr. Statinsnexk. Mr. Chairman, excuse me for interrupting. In 
respect to General Anderson’s question, that information is going to 
be developed for both the Army National Guard in connection with 
the previous request. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. It will come over. 

Mr. Rivers. That will be a good thing. 
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Mr. Anperson. I noticed it coming from the Army National 
Guard.. I just wanted to make sure. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Yes. I just wanted to reassure you they will 
have that. 

Mr. Rivers. By all means, we want to have that. 

General Patuaprno. For the record, I would like to provide this list 
as of a certain date, and I would like the committee to understand 
that the qualifications of these records change from day to day. In 
other words, a project may be qualified today and then something 
happens and we can’t get it on the list tomorrow. 

r. Rivers. I think that is probably true of all the things. You 
can’t tell what thing is going to be rendered obsolete by science and 
invention. 

General Patuaprno. That:-is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Because as smart as we are on the Hill, sometimes. we 
get confused on what these scientists are doing. Even we get con- 

used. Now, you know that is unusual. 

Let’s go. 

Mr. CuampBertain. Mr, Chairman, before you leave this Flint, 
Mich., I would just like to say one thing, and that is, it is my under- 
standing—and you correct me if I am not correct, General—thai the 
site for your contemplated construction in the city of Flint has been 
donated by the citizens of the community ? 

General Patiaptno. I think Colonel Barco might respond to that 
question. He has been in this subject quite thoroughly, 

Colonel Barco. Sir, we have a rather peculiar situation up in Flint 
at the present time which is being resolved by the State supreme 
court relative to a site that certain citizens up there have offered to 
the Army. Other citizens up there, I understand, question this, and 
the State supreme court is deciding it. At such time as that is de- 
cided, then the Army will decide what it is going to do about a site 
up there. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Certainly at the present time you people aren’t 
making any provision for a site in the city of Flint? 

Colonel Site. We are not taking any action, sir, until such time 
as the State supreme court makes a decision. 

Mr. Rivers. So you may not build this thing here in the next year? 

Colonel Barco. Well, sir, I can’t predict what the State supreme 
court is going to do. I don’t know what the time element is going 
to be on that at all. 

Mr. Rivers. I would rather beat on the State Supreme Court of 
Michigan than the Supreme Court of the United States, [Laughter.] 
Now let’s go. 

Mr. Statinsuexk. I will proceed with the reading, Mr. Chairman. 

On page 54, we will begin with line 12. 

Fulton, Mo.: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Gadsden, Ala.: Training facilities, $144,000. 

Galveston, Tex.: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Gettysburg, Pa.: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Glens Falls, N.Y.: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Hammond, Ind.: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Harrison, Ark.: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Jefferson City, Mo.: Training facilities, $288,000. 

Joliet, Ill.: Training facilities, $302,000. 

Kankakee, Ill.: Training facilities, $168,000. 

La Crosse, Wis.: Training facilities, $317,000. 
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Lafayette, La.: Training facilities, $152,000. 

Malone, N.Y.: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Mankato, Minn.: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Marion, Ohio: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Meadville, Pa. : Training facilities, $168,000. 

Milwaukee (west), Wis. : Training facilities, $602,000. 

Morristown, N.J.: Training facilities, $317,000. 

Mount Vernon, Ohio: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Muncie, Ind. : Training facilities, $168,000. 

Muskogee, Okla. : Training facilities, $288,000. 

New Orleans (No. 1), La.: Training facilities, $520,000. 

Odessa, Tex. : Training facilities, $152,000. 

Okmulgee, Okla. : Training facilities, $160,000. 

Olean, N.Y., Training facilities, $176,000. 

Oswego, N.Y.: Training facilities, $176,000. 

Painesville, Ohio: Training facilities, $168,000. 

Pittsburgh (No. 3), Pa.: Training facilities, $574,000. 

Purcell, Okla. : Training facilities, $160,000. 

Rolla, Mo. : Training facilities, $160,000. 

Rutland, Vt. : Training and facilities, $143,000. 

Sacramento, Calif. : Training facilities addition, $61,000. 

St. Cloud, Minn. : Training facilities, $330,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Before we finish this—I may have forgotten. I want 
to say what I have to say now. Our colleague, Mr. Bray, who had to 
be out of town, asked me not to close the Army’s consideration because 
he will want to have something to say on some project I think in 
Indiana. 

So it may be that we might ask you to come back one day next 
week, because I promised my colleague I would do that, because he 
could not break the engagement he had. So we will not regard this 
as closed today, because even that list that General Anderson re- 
quested—we may need you later if we decide to go to something else. 

General Patiapino. We will be available at any time you need us. 

Mr. Rivers. We will not consider as closed today. We will go into 
that other phase next week. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. Shall I resume the reading? 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK (reading) : 

Salem, Oreg.: Training facilities, $61,000. 

San Antonio (No. 2), Tex. : Training facilities, $520,000. 

San Diego, Calif.: Training facilities, $526,000. 

San Marcos, Tex. : Training facilities, $152,000. 

Santa Barbara, Calif. : Training facilities, $136,000. 

Savannah, Ga.: Training facilities, $259,000. 

Springfield, Mo.: Training facilities addition, $73,000. 

Uniontown, Pa. : Training facilities, $220,000. 

Vallejo, Calif. : Training facilities, $302,000. 

Washington, Iowa: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Washington, Mo. : Training facilities, $160,000. 

Washington, Pa. : Training facilities, $136,000. 

Wenatchee, Wash. : Training facilities, $168,000. 

Westminster, Md.: Training facilities, $160,000. 

Various locations : Training facilities, minor additions, $1,788,000. 

Land acquisition : Training facilities, $800,000. 

_ Mr. Chairman, that completes the reading of the various authoriza- 
tion requests for the Army Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, didn’t I see Greenwood, S.C., on here somewhere? 
I saw it in the front of this big book. What happened to it? My 
colleague, I know, is going to ask me about it. 

Mr. Morrts. Here’is Greenwood listed in the index here. 
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Mr. Rivers. It is listed in the index but it is not inthis—— 

Mr. Wameter. That is an addition. That-is not a new structure. 

(Mr. Chamberlain aside.) 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, that is an addition. 

Mr. Wameter. I think that is an addition, 

Mr. Rivers. Is this an addition ? 

Colonel Barco. Sir, I think that is a sivaiwiboisasicn shop. I am 
checking it right now. 

Mr. Wamp ter. Right on the front page there. 

Ricans Barco. That is an assembly hall and a two-bay maintenance 
shop 

Mr. Rivers. What is that? 

Colonel Barco. An assembly hall and a two-bay maintenance shop. 

Mr. Rivers. It isan addition toa present structure ? 

Colonel Barco. That is right. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Would that be lumped in the second to the last 
item you have here, “Conversions and additions, $1,788,000” # 

Colonel Barco. No, sir; it isin section 502 of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. It isin the’ very back; isn’t it? 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Show me. 

Colonel Barco. Page 66. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. I see, yes. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. ‘Well, Mr. Chairman, my interpretation—this was 
a previous authorization which you have changed now, and this lan- 
guage will modify that previous authorization to reflect your change 
in cost; is that it ? 

Colonel Barco. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Siatinsuex. That is why it was separated from the other 
listed authorizations. 

Mr. Rivers. And that is true of the others. They were additional 
costs. 

Colonel Barco. That is true of three items, only sir, in section 502 
“4 the bill. That is Canton, Ohio, Greenwood, S.C., and Johnstown, 

a. 

Mr. Rivers. And what is the reason that they had to go up? You 
mean additions? 

Colonel Barco. There were two reasons, sir. To be quite frank, 
our original estimate on the cost of these things in those localities 
was in error. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Colonel Barco. And the other reason, a minor one, is increased cost. 

Mr. Rivers. You mean you just tell us now you made a mistake? 

Colonel Barco. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only way to get along.. We think more 
of you for admitting it. 

General Seeman. Mr. Chairman, if I might add in some justice, 
it is not necessarily a mistake. It is the completion of further de- 
sign and more refined cost estimate—— 

Mr. Rivers. Where it is a mistake, you want to be man enough 
to admit it; don’t you? 

General Seeman. Which was not capable of being approved by 
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the Department of Defense within the 15 percent which they are 
authorized to approve for individual projects, within the overall 
approval. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General Sreman. Where we have an approved authorization and 
an approved funding, then we have to come back to clear with the 
committee this particular item. It occurs in 3 out of 50 or 40 of the 
others. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, wherever there were mistakes, though, you want 
to be man enough to admit them. 

General Szeman, Yes, sir. This might have been a mistake. 

Mr. Rivers. What is that ? 

General Seeman. There might have been a mistake, but not neces- 
sarily, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, that isa good way to explain it. [Laughter.] 

Does that complete the Army ? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much, General, both of you. You 
have been very responsive and very helpful. And if we should need 
you for further explanations, we will call on you. 

General Patiaprno. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, the next meeting of the committee will have to 
be at the call of the Chair and I will have to confer with a much 
higher Chair than the chair I am sitting in. After I have conferred 
with that Chair I will come back—— 

Mr. SuatinsHex. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt? Perhaps the 
Army should address themselves to section 504, having to do with the 
total amounts. 

Mr. Rivers, That is what I asked you. 

Mr. Statinsuek. The ceilings. 

Mr. Rivers. That is just the adjusted figure, isn’t it? Isn’t that 
the adjusted figure, General, $20,748,000 for the Reserve and—— 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. On page 68. 

Mr. Rivers. And for the National Guard, $8,316,000? 

Mr. Dernincer. Mr. Chairman, Deininger from OSD. All those 
figures-are is the total of all of the projects listed in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. Yes, that is right. But I wanted the general to 
say it. 

r. Rivers. As adjusted ? 

Mr. Dernincer. I am not sure I understand what you mean by 
adjusted. 

r. Rivers. You just heard me say they have three projects back 
here they had to soup up because they had a lot of factors—— 

Mr. Derntncer. No. Those adjusted projects stand on their own 
feet. They are not included in this total. } 

Mr. Rivers. Isee. Is that what you understand ? 

General Patiaptno. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is your total—that is your total for your Reserves, 
the $20 million ? 

General PAtiAptno.. This $20 million is the total of the new authori- 
zation that we are requesting. 
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Mr. Rivers. That is what you want, Mr. Slatinshek ? 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Yes. And, of course, this language simply says 
that you will not appropriate more money than that for those par- 
ticular items. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Statrnsuexk. I wondered whether or not the Army—whether 
there was something in here that the committee should know about, 
as a possible restriction which we are not aware of. That is why I 
wanted the general to address himself to this general section. I don’t 
know that there is, but I thought I would raise that point. 

Mr. Rivers. We are not going to touch that $20,748,000 because we 
haven’t closed this. If we should in our wisdom expand it, we may 
cut out the words “not to exceed.” We have that right, you know. 
We could do that. And if the spirit so moves us, we might do that. 
Not that they will pay much attention to us, but we still might do it. 

Mr. Anverson. Mr. Chairman, while we are on that figure, might 
I ask General Palladino: If there is a carryover, if there will be a 
carryover at the conclusion of fiscal 1959 of funds that you are not 
authorized to spend in 1959, that would in effect increase this author- 
ization, actual authorization above this figure ? 

General Patuaprno. Yes, it will, Mr. eanestiiinkds 

Mr. Anverson. By what amount? 

General Patiaprno. The present plan is for $5.9 million carryover. 

Mr. Anperson- I thank the chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Allright. Is that all, now? 

(No response, ) 

Mr. Rivers. We will recess subject to the call of the Chair. And 


thank you, “mpeg very much. 


General Patiapino. Thank you very much, sir. 
(Whereupon, at 4:25 p.m., the subcommittee recessed to reconvene 
at the call of the Chair.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuscommMirtee No. 3, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, March 10, 1959. 


The subcommittee met at 2:20 p.m., Hon. L. Mendel Rivers, chair- 
man of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Rivers. The committee will come to order. 

The committee this afternoon will take up the Navel Reserve ar- 
mories. Are they all aviation? 

Mr. StatinsHEK. No,sir. Surface also. 

Mr. Rivers. Surface and aviation. We will start off with aviation. 

The first witness is Rear Adm. J. M. Taylor, Assistant Chief of 
Naval Operations for Naval Reserve. 
Admiral Taylor, have a seat, sir. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you a statement? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir, I do. Would you like me to read it, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Make yourself at home. 

Admiral Taytor. Do the members of the committee have a copy? 
If not, we have other copies. 
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Mr. Rivers. Go right ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral Taytor. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is a pleasure to 
appear before you today in support of the Naval Reserve Forces 
construction program as proposed in H.R. 4414. 

This program provides for the physical facilities required in the 
training of the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve. Through fiscal 
year 1958, projects for this program were provided under the general 
authorization procedures of the National Defense Facilities Act, 
Public Law 81-783. The fiscal year 1959 program, as you know, was 
authorized on a line-item basis in Public Law 85-685. These two 
sources provided authorization available for the current fiscal year 
as follows: 

Million 
Carryover from fiscal year 1958 and prior $11.5 
Fiscal year 1959 11.9 








Total available fiscal year 1959 


From its inception through fiscal year 1958, $70.3 million have been 
obligated in this program. An additional $4 million plus have been 
obligated this fiscal year with the expectation that $11 million more 
(a fiscal year total of $15 million) will be obligated by June 30, 1959— 
making a grand total of about $86 million by that date. 

This effort has gone to provide modern aviation operational facilities 
to accommodate aircraft which in many cases are comparable to those 
in the fleets, up-to-date training centers in limited numbers and, this 
year, a few berthing facilities for ships of the Selected Reserve. How- 
ever, most of the facilities now in use were acquired from World War 
II surplus installations. As a result, an increasingly large amount of 
modernization or replacement will be required as time goes on. 

The overall program is composed of three budget activities: 

(a) The Naval Reserve aviation program, which also supports 
Marine Corps Reserve aviation, in fiscal year 1960 will be made up of 
18 installations—5 of these are Naval Air Reserve training units 
situated on Regular air stations, and the remainder are Reserve air 
stations. Minimum replacement of deteriorated buildings, plus mod- 
ernization of other buildings and operations facilities, will be required 
in the future. 

(6) The Naval Reserve surface program consists of 319 training 
centers and facilities, and 160 electronics facilities and stations. Mod- 
ernization or replacement of most of these will ultimately be required. 
For example, 80 percent of the training centers are temporary wooden, 
quonset, or Butler-hut construction. In addition, berthing facilities 
for Selected Reserve ships are needed in some locations. 

(c) The Marine Corps Reserve ground program consists of 228 
training centers, 159 of which are combined with the Naval Reserve 
training centers mentioned above. Replacement or modernization of 
most of these will be required. 

We are requesting authorization for $8.3 million in fiscal year 1960, 
which will include: 

(a) Improvements and modernization at nine naval air stations; 

(6) Five ship’s berthing facilites ; 

(c) Replacement of six training centers ; 

d@) Replacement of one electronics facility ; 
e) Rehabilitation of one training building. 
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Joint construction and utilization with other Reserve components 
is entered into wherever possible. The extent of joint utilization now 
is as follows: 

‘3 All Naval Reserve aviation facilities are jointly used ; 

6) Seventy-four percent of the Naval Reserve surface trainin 
centers or facilities are jointly used ; 

(ce) Seventy-two percent of Marine Corps Reserve training centers 
are renee! A used. 

Electronics facilities or stations are mostly small, leased spaces 
which are generally unsuited for joint use. However, they are so used 
wherever possible and the need exists—at about 12 percent presently. 

Section 502(a) of H.R. 4414 proposes an amendment to Public Law 
85-685 which will strike out $1,304,000 of the authorization contained 
therein. This is coincident to the planned disestablisments of naval 
air stations at Denver, Colo., and Niagara Falls, N.Y.—a part of the 
readjustment of the Shore Establishment to make it commensurate 
with the size of the operating forces. 

Mr. Chairman, this concludes my prepared statement. 

I have not mentioned the individual projects, but am prepared with 
the assistance of the Marine Corps and Bureau witnesses to provide 
any detailed information that the committee desires. 

At this time I would like to introduce Captain Corradi, who is the 
Deputy Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Tiéoles of the Navy, who is 
in charge of the execution of this program. The representative of the 
air stations, Commander Steffenhagen; of the Surface Reserve, Com- 
mander McCoy; of the Marine Corps, Major Heineman; all of whom 
are present and available to answer detailed questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you mention Commander Crittenden ? 

Admiral Taytor. Commander Crittenden is here also as a repre- 
senative of the Chief of Naval Operations to speak to requirements. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

What you had was a general statement, Admiral ? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir; but general questions I would like to 
answer and leave the specific dotaits to those who are more familiar 
with them. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I guess I could introduce Captain Corradi to 
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you. 
Admiral Taytor. I — you can. 


Mr. Rivers. I knew him a long time ago. 

Admiral Taylor, I have just one question. I notice you said— 
first of all this is an austere program, isn’t it? 

Admiral Taytor. It is very austere; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I am not going to ask you if you can get along with 
it, but you will do the best you can. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir; we can get along with this program. 

Mr. Rivers. In the readjustment program, I notice you are doing 
away with—what is it, Niagara and Denver? 

Admiral Taytor. Niagara Falls, N.Y., and Denver, Colo. 

Mr. Rivers. What are you going to do with these two places? 

Admiral Taytor. That will be up to Commander Crittenden to 
answer, as that is out of my jurisdiction. 

Mr. Rivers. Come up here, Commander, sit down so you can an- 
swer these questions. Sam, have you the Commander’s full name? 

What are you going to do with those places, Commander? 


wn 
=~ 
< 


ee ee ee 


So 4 
. 


< 
i) 
—= 


| 
a) 
itt. teat “Et 





1569 


Commander CritTenDEN. We are going to dispose of them, in the 
case of Niagara Falls without restriction; and in the case of Denver, 
the Air National Guard is interested in the facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. What about the units? What becomes of the units? 

Commander CrirrenvEN. Some of them will be transferred to exist- 
ing Naval Air Reserve stations and others will be discontinued. 

Mr. Rivers. You just won’t have a Naval Reserve? 

Commander Crirrenven. In that particular area of the country, 
that is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, you talked about joint use, Admiral. When you 
say joint use, you mean joint use, don’t you? 

Admiral Taytor. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. But you are meeting with the Army ? 

Admiral Taytor. No, sir; with another one of the armed services 
within the meaning of that term. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, it might be the Air Force. 

Admiral Taytor. Well, only the Air Force was involved in this 
particular case. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the other branch ? 

Admiral Taytor. The Marine Corps. 

Mr. Rivers. The Marine Corps is not another branch. That is 
your branch. 

Admiral Taytor. Well, within the meaning of the term, “Other 
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Mr. Rivers. Yes. 
Admiral Taytor. It isa separate service. 
Mr. Rivers. When you say joint use, you mean you still have it in 


the family, but you are not mixing up with the Army or Air Force, 
is that what you mean ? 

Admiral Taytor. No, sir; it means all of them. When I say that 
the naval activity is in joint use with another service, it means either 
the Army, the National Guard—the Army National Guard—— 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Admiral Taytor. The Marine Corps Reserve, or the Air Force Re- 
serve, or the Air National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, down at Charleston you don’t need that, be- 
cause we all have everything in Charleston. They have their own. 
But, say, a little place like Georgetown. You know where Georgetown 
is? 

Admiral Taytor. No, sir; I don’t believe I do. 

Mr. Rivers. Georgetown, S.C. 

Admiral Taytor. I haven’t been there. 

Mr. Rivers. You heard of it, didn’t you? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It isonthemap. [Laughter. | 

It just happens to be the place where Lafayette landed. You know 
him, don’t you? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It is kind of an old town. They got an armory there. 
Laer if that is joint use. Does anybody know? Pete, do you know 
that ¢ 

Captain Corrapr. No, sir; I don’t. 

Mr. Rivers. You know where Georgetown is, don’t you? 

Captain Corrapr. I know where Georgetown is. 
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It might be joint use as between the Army and the Air Force or the 
National Guard. But there are no Navy units there. 

Mr. Winsteap. Pardon me. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Winsteap. Isn’t this true, that in lots of these facilities we talk 
about in the various services, as you ee here, some of them are 
old rental quarters and not suitable for joint facilities, within all 
branches of the service? Where you have new modern facilities, I 
think on the whole they have done a pretty good job trying to cooperate 
with each other, in whatever branch of service we talk about. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir; that is right. ; 

Mr. Wrnsteap. I think, Mr. Chairman, you will find lots of these 
places where they are not using joint facilities—that they are these 
smaller, old quarters, that are not suitable necessarily for joint use. 

Mr. Rivers. The point that I was talking about—I am glad to 
see that you are jointly sharing your installations, where it may be 
done with economy and where it may be done in comfort, rather 
than cramming everybody in. Because under certain conditions you 
can’t share certain of them. 

Admiral Taytor. No, we can’t. 

Mr. Rivers. You couldn’t share the one at Charleston, Captain 
Corradi, because that is inside the Navy yard. 

Captain Corrapr. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. But where you could, I mean it is a good thing to do. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I have no more questions of you, Admiral. Any ques- 
tions from members of the committee? Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Bray ? 

Mr. Bray. I would like to state this. It seems to me like the re- 
quests here are very reasonable. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

re Bray. In fact, I think your requests for the Reserve have been 
modest. : 

In addition, I have only praise for your Naval Reserve program. 
It has been very fine. 

I will say it remained steadily excellent for a long time. It hasn’t 
so many ups and downs. 

BS believe that this program you have here will take care of your 
needs ? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Bray. Minimum needs? 

Mr. Rivers. Minimum needs. 

Mr. Bray. I am very happy that you are not extravagant on it. 

I take a great deal of pride in the progress that the Navy has made 
in its Reserves. Because I have been interested in the entire Reserve 
program for many years. 

I don’t care to go much into detail on this matter. Because you are 
not asking very much. But if you think that will take care of your 
job, far be it for me to leave something out or to add something there 
that you don’t need. 

Admiral Taytor. It has been reviewed, sir. I appreciate those 
comments, Mr. Bray. I would like to say that this program has been 
reviewed many, many times and we feel it is justified, that every 
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item is justified, and that we are not being handicapped in our future 
training. 

Mr. oe As far as I am* concerned, I am satisfied with the 
program. 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral Taylor—you want something ? 

Mr. Winsreap. I would like to ask one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral, did you get approved your first request, or were you re- 
duced in your request for these facilities ? 

Admiral Taytor. We did not get everything approved that we 
started out with. 

As you know, sir, we first have to convince people right in the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Oh, yes. 

Admiral Taytor. It was reduced—the reduction was made right 
within the Navy Department, I may say. 

Mr. Winsteap. I just wondered whether or not you had much re- 
duction from the Defense Department or the Bureau of the Budget 
over your original request ? 

Admiral Taytor. Very small reduction in the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

Mr. Winsteap. Very small reduction ? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. In other words, you largely got what you asked for. 

Admiral Taytor. We got substantially what we asked for, that is 
right. 

Mr. Winsteap. That is all. 

Mr. Bray. It would be rather dull to always get everything you 
asked for. It would take all 

Mrs. Str. Grorce. All the punch out of it. » 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Admiral Taytor. There wouldn’t be any need for me to be on the 
job, I guess. 
fin ovens. As one who has known the Naval Reserve program, I 
guess more intimately than any other branch of the service, I know 
that the Navy has always had a very fine one at Charleston and we 
have always been proud of it. 

Admiral Taytor. We are proud of it, too. 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral, all of us know the fine Reserve you have. I 
am sure you will keep it up. 

Now, let’s get to the first pe 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Would you prefer getting the statement of Cap- 
tain Corradi to begin with, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Rivers. Captain Corradi, do you have a prepared statement? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes; I have a brief statement before getting to 
the individual line items. 

Mr. Rivers. I didn’t mean to interrupt you. 

Captain Corrapt. This is as a prelude to the detailed questions. I 
would like to report on the current status of the implementation of the 
Reserve construction program for the Navy. 

Authority and funds are available until used or rescinded. Thus 
at the beginning of fiscal year 1959 we had unobligated project au- 
thorization amounting to $11.5 million. To this was added $11.9 
million in new authorization making a total of $23.4 million available 
during fiscal year 1959. 
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Since appropriation through fiscal year 1959 totaled $20.4 million, 
the caked authorization remaining at the end of fiscal year 1959 
will be $3 million. Ifthe request now before the committee is granted, 
it will provide new authorization in the amount of $8.3 million and 
rescind $1.3 million for a net increase in authorization of $7 million. 
This, when added to the $3 million carried over, will provide a total 
authorization of $10 million. Deducting from this the $9 million 
appropriation requested for fiscal 1960 there will remain at the end 
of fiscal year 1960 only $1 million in unfunded residual authorization. 

As your other witnesses come up, I shall be pleased to answer any 
detailed questions on the composition of the projects. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. Let me ask you one question now. 

After having used what you have on hand plus what you have 
coming up, the residual at the end of 1960 will be only $1 million? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all you will have in the bank? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir. We have been working on reducing 
this residual unfunded authorization over the past 3, years. 

Mr. Rivers. You just have not got a backlog of projects with a lot 
of money authorized and a lot of money in the ‘pank. In other words, 
you are getting covered. 

Captain Corrapr. We will be getting covered to within $1 million, 
money against authorization, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is pretty close, isn’t it? 

Captain Corrapt. It is very close. 

Mr. Rivers. What about disasters?’ What would you do in case 
of disasters? Isn’t that too close? What percentage do you allow, 
Captain Corradi, for emergencies? 

Cnstein Corrapr. We have included in our construction estimates 
the type of emergency that we would encounter on construction. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Captain Corrapt. If we were to be faced with a catastrophe that 
would demolish Reserve training centers, and facilities for the Re- 
serve, why we would have to get special authorization and funds 
for that. 

Mr. Rivers. You would? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a mighty fine statement, Captain. 

Captain Corrapr. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. A mighty fine statement. 

If you are going to be here, then, we will just call you as we need 
you, if you are going to be here. 

Captain Corrapt. I will be here; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that convenient, or do you have to get back? 

Captain Corrapr. No. I had planned to devote my afternoon to 
this session, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. Any questions? Mr. Winstead? 

Mr. Wrnsteap. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Bray? 

Mr. Bray. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. St. George. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. No questions. 
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Mr. Rivers. Let’s get down. Are we prepared for the first project? 
Mr. SiatinsHEK. If the support witnesses will come forward 
Mr. Rivers. On the bill it is page 59? 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Page 59 of the bill. We will begin a line item 
scrutiny of the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. The first project is where—— 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. On line 21. Shall I read them, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Naval Reserve (Aviation). 

Naval Air Station Sager Air Force Base), Atlanta, Ga. : Opera- 
tional facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $838,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Addition to aircraft parking apron, $502,000.—The present aircraft parking 
area is inadequate to handle the programed base loading for this station. It is 
therefore proposed to construct additional parking apron contiguous to the 
present parking area which is immediately adjacent to the hangar and which 
was constructed at the same time as the hangar. 

Optical landing system, $55,000.—This system is a safety of flight and training 
device which may be used either aboard a carrier deck or as a runway installa- 
tion. The optical landing system is a device which was originally developed to 
replace the landing signal officer system for guiding planes aboard aircraft car- 
riers. It gives directional and glide angle guidance and enables a pilot to make 
a near perfect approach and to touch down at approximately the same (optimum) 
spot on either the carrier deck or runway on each landing. Experience has 
proven it to be invaluable as a safety device as well as a training facility for 
the landing of carrier planes. It has been shown that the use of the optical 
landing system has effected a marked decrease in the carrier landing accident 
rate (to approximately one-fifth). 

Cold storage and dry stores building, $55,000.—This facility is to provide for 
galley, dry stores, and refrigerated storage space in accordance with current 
DOD criteria. This would be an addition to the messing and subsistence build- 
ing which was designed to permit the addition of the proposed facility. Storage 
in the galley is designed for day-to-day consumption only. The proposed addi- 
tion would eliminate many extra trips to the basic supply point for the area, 
Fort McPherson, which is 40 miles away and would result in a substantial saving 
and manpower transportation equipment and procurement costs. The Air Force 
facility is of temporary construction and does not currently meet Air Force 
requirements. : : 

Covered storage shed, $49,000.—This facility is needed to provide weather pro- 
tection for the required amounts of space parts, aircraft components, engines, 
wings, landing gear, tires, etc. For the prescribed base loading of aircraft, as 
well as for personnel equipment, barracks’ supplies and other general usage 
material which must have secure storage ‘and have at least limited protection 
from the weather. There is no facility of this type existing at this new station. 

Navy exchange building, $80,000.—This facility is to provide a small exchange 
activity to furnish only the most essential items and services needed on a fre- 
quent use basis by naval personnel ; such as.cafeteria and snack bar for “off hours” 
feeding of flight crews and other support personnel who must necessarily work 
through normal meal hours in order to obtain efficient utilization of the aircraft, 
barber shop, canteen furnishing personnel items such as toilet articles, etc., a 
Navy uniform shop, a. pickup station for laundry and dry cleaning services pro- 
vided by commercial firms, All other services would be provided at the Air 
Foree PX location on the other side of the field, approximately 4 miles distance. 

Standby generator plant, $97,000.—This item would provide a limited but 
flexible alternate powerplant to provide emergency service to certain vital and 
essential equipment, such as aviation gasoline farm, sump pumps, bci'ers, re- 
frigeration units, fire alarm system and other operational equipment. Experi- 
ence indicates that power outages when occurring usually last from a few hours 
to a few days. When occurring on a weekend the repair services are frequently 
more difficult to accomplish expeditiously, resulting in the loss of a major portion 
of an entire drill weekend effort. An alternate source of commercial power is 
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not available and a second powerline from a different substation would cost more 
than the proposed item. 

Mr. Rivers. I see the Navy still knows how to start off. If you 
always start off with Georgia, you will never lose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Winsreap. I started to interrupt and say you started wrong 
with this subcommittee. It should be in South Carolina. [Laughter. | 
Admiral Taytor. This is alphabetical: “A”, you know: Atlanta. 

Mr. Rivers. It so happens, Admiral Taylor—— 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It so happens that for air, Charleston is in this Atlanta 
setup. Charleston is in that; isn’t that right, Captain Corradi? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. So the Charleston unit does train in Atlanta, in the 
6th Naval District. 

Admiral Taytor. That is right. 

Mr. SLATINsHEK. For the information of the chairman and the 
subcommittee, the total authorization is broken down in the backup 
book, to reflect further information. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record, Admiral—— 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. Now let’s get down to brass tacks. Go ahead. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. I say the total authorization requested is $838,000, 
but in the backup books which the committee has in front of them, the 
authorization is broken down. 

I simply mention that to eliminate any confusion on the amounts 
that are indicated. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, so far as I am concerned, I don’t see anything— 
this is out in the area of Marietta; isn’t it? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. The Air Force had a station there and 
due to the fact that our old air station which was closer to town was 
too restricted for modern type aircraft operations, we went in with 
the Air Force at this Dobbins Air Force Base. We are in the process 
of moving out there right now. We will utilize the same runways, the 
same operational tower and so forth, but we will have to provide our 
own exclusive use items. That is what this is for. 

Mr. Rivers. So you have to just build up from scratch. All you 
inherited was the runway. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. They had an operational runway and 
an operational tower and so forth. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Admiral Tayior. We moved in in another area of their reservation. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. ~ ies. 

Admiral Taytor. They had not the facilities for us to use. So we 
had to build our own. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions by any members of the Committee? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that is approved. 

Naval Air Station, Dallas, Tex. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Operational facilities and supply facilities, 
$348,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Liquid oxygen, $46,000.—This facility is needed to provide efficient and eco- 
nomical liquid oxygen service to the more modern jet aircraft coming into 
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the program which utilize the new liquid-oxygen system exclusively. This 
would also provide gaseous oxygen for the conventional facilities at no addi- 
tional cost. Modern jet aircraft use only the more efficient liquid-oxygen system 
and the current usage ‘at this station is now well beyond the capability of 
portable liquid-oxygen equipment now being used. This type facility must be 
remotely located from normally inhabited areas for safety reasons and the 
conventional oxygen shop is not suitable for conversion. The existing hard- 
stand security fence and other facilities currently utilized with the portable 
equipment can be utilized as part of this new facility. 

Transmitter building, $239,000.—An adequate transmitter building facility is 
needed at this location primarily as a safety of flight item to properly provide 
positive communication control for landing and takeoff of aircraft. The present 
structure is a prefabricated, unlined, small wooden structure erected in 1945. It 
is improperly located for use of the very-high frequency and ultrahigh fre- 
quency radio equipment currently prescribed and does not provide proper line-of- 
sight transmission to aircraft in the critical landing approach and takeoff areas. 
In addition to being a safety consideration the present system causes frequent 
and costly delays in normal aircraft operations at this relatively high-use air- 
port. The new facility would provide the additional space needed to properly 
install existing requirements for transmitter equipment as well as alleviate the 
crowded installation conditions affecting certain receiver equipment; also it 
would permit the proper heating and cooling needed for efficient and economical 
operation of this type equipment. 

Alteration and repairs to hangar, $63,000.—This item is needed primarily 
to permit the more recently assigned and larger multiengine aircraft to be 
brought into the hangar for upkeep and repair work. At the present time the 
wingspan clearance is not possible due to the row of steel columns supporting 
the roof down the centerline of the hangar. The necessary structural steel 
alteration can be effectively accomplished in conjunction with the alteration and 
repair of the steel tracks supporting the large steel hangar doors which have 
become displaced and cause frequent jamming. In addition, swelling of the 
subbase soil has caused the existing concrete deck to raise an average of 6 
inches. Minimum required replacement of the concrete deck immediately 
adjacent to the hangar door tracks is also included in this item. 


Mr. Rivers. What is that, Admiral Taylor? 

Admiral Taytor. There are three items there, sir. The liquid- 
oxygen transfer building, the transmitter building, and alterations 
and repairs to the hangar. 

Commander Steffenhagen is familiar with these. If there are any 
questions, I would like to have him answer them. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, is this on the municipal =irport? 

Commander StrerrenHaAGEN. No, sir. Thisis on Naval Air Station, 
Dallas, which houses the Naval Air Reserve, the Air Force Reserve, 
the Air National Guard, as well as the Chance Vought industrial 

lant. 
m Mr. Rivers. That field was built for Chance Vought ? 

Commander SrerrenHacen. No. The Navy purchased the field 
from the city. I believe we have it at $1 a year lease. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Commander StrerrenHacen. Purchased from the city some time 
during World War II, approximately 1942 or 1943. 

Mr. Rivers. And you at had it ever since? 


Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. The municipal airport is 
Love Field. 

Mr. Rivers. Love Field ? 

Commander SteFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.’ Rivers. I have been there. That is what I was trying to 
think of. 
Any wg mc from any members of the committee ? 


Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Is that the commercial field ? 





Mr. Rivers. [ Aside. ] 

Any questions? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that is approved. 


Navat Ar Station, Guenview, It. 


Mr. StatinsHEK. Operational facilities, $59,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Compass Rose, $59,000.—This facility is needed for accurate calibration of 
the navigational compass which is required after each 120 flight-hours or each 
90 days after the compass is installed in the plane or whenever an engine is 
changed. This station does not have a compass rose swing base adequate to 
ealibrate the more modern larger aircraft. Compass directional stripes painted 
on a portion of the parking apron have been used in the past. This does not 
meet the requirement of being far enough removed from ferrous metals such 
as steel in buildings or runways and parking apron steel reinforcements which 
cause electro-magnetic disturbance to the compass calibration process. Also 
it does not provide a nonferrous metal turntable necessary to accurately rotate 
the larger aud heavier aircraft during the calibration process. In addition to 
the usual compass usage for navigation, accurate compass calibration is also 
needed for the accurate employment of the extensive and involved antisubmarine 
equipment and tactics which now comprise a major portion of the Naval Air 
Reserve mission. 


Mr. Rivers. Any questions from any member of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile, Mich.: Opera- 
tional facilities and utilities, $771,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Optical landing system, $57,000.—This system is a safety of flight and training 
device which may be used either aboard a carrier deck or as a runway 
installation. The optical landing system is a device which was originally 
developed to replace the landing signal officer system for guiding planes 
aboard aircraft carriers. It gives directional and glide angle guidance and 
enables a pilot to make a near perfect approach and to touch down at approxi- 
mately the same (optimum) spot on either the carrier deck or runway on each 
landing. Experience has proven it to be invaluable as a safety device as 
well as a training facility for the landing of carrier planes. It has been shown 
that the use of the optical landing system has effected a marked decrease in 
the carrier landing accident rate (to approximately one-fifth) . 

Fire protection sprinkler systems, $714,000.—This item is to provide for a 
deficiency in the fire protection available for a group of eight buildings and 
their contents, which deficiency has existed for several years and which also 
was considered an urgent requirement as far back as the early 1950’s. How- 
ever, the deficiency was tolerated on a calculated risk basis since it was planned 
at that time to move the station to a new location either at Willow Run or 
Wayne Major Airport in order to provide adequate runways for jet operations. 
During the past year a decision has been made by CNO to retain the operations 
at Naval Air Station, Grosse Ile since the recent emphasis on antisubmarine 
operations in the Reserve Command indicates that the old location can continue 
to be effectively utilized at a much lower cost than 4 new station, if certain 
essential deficiencies at the old station are corrected. If constructed new, 
sprinkler system protection would be standard equipment for this type of 
building. Approximately half of these buildings. are of older wooden frame 
construction and of highly combustible material and the other half are a part 
of the same grouping which would be extremely vulnerable and in case of fire 
might involve a major conflagration which would quite possibly involve the 
entire group. The value of the planes and other contents of these buildings 
which would be protected fluctuates greatly upon occasion, but has recently been 
estimated in the neighborhood of.$13 million. 
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Mr. Rivers. Any questions from any members of the committee? 

(No-response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral, the same question is for all of these. There 
is no duplication of facilities? 

Admiral Tartor. No, sir; well, a lot of these are repeating items, 
the same item “ several different air stations. But there are no re- 
peaters at a —— location. 

Mr. Rivers. You are just not tearing down existing inane al to 
build something new, are you? 

Admiral Taytor. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that is approved. 

What is the next one, Mr. Slatinshek ? 

Mr. SiattnsHEK. Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos, Calif.: Oper- 
ational facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $563,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Liquid oxygen, $46,000.—This facility is needed to provide efficient and eco- 
nomical liquid oxygen service to the more modern jet aircraft coming into the 
program which utilize the new liquid oxygen system exclusively. This would 
also provide gaseous oxygen for the conventional facilities at no additional 
cost. Modern jet aircraft use only the more efficient liquid oxygen system and 
the current usage at this station is now well beyond the capability of portable 
liquid oxygen equipment now being used. This type facility must be remotely 
located from normally inhabited areas for safety reasons and the conventional 
oxygen shop is not suitable for conversion. 

Aircraft arresting gear, $150,000.—This type of emergency arresting gear is a 
refinement of the old chain-type arresting gear which has been so successfully 
utilized in recent years. Although having numerous advantages over the old 
system the cost of the newer gear is no more than the chain type and it is the 
current goal of the Bureau of Aeronautics to have at least one and preferably two 
such type installations at each major airfield. Since July 1, 1957, there were 461 
successful naval-plane arrests made with emergency arresting gear equipment 
and it is estimated that over $50 million worth of material damage was prevented, 
as well as saving the lives of many aviation personnel. This type installation 
frequently saves many times its cost in just one usage operation. In addition 
it is pointed out that the more modern high performance aircraft with their more 
complicated accessory systems and higher landing speeds require more and more 
frequent use of this type safety device. 

Warehouse, $339,000.—The need for the warehouse space requested has been 
generated over a period of several years since the station was first constructed in 
1942 with the mission of operating only the old N3N-type training biplanes. The 
mission of this station over the past few years has become much more complex 
as far as support of aircraft is concerned. Operations now include support of 
10 specific types of planes including 2 types of jet aircraft as well as other larger 
and more complex planes such as the R5D and P2V. It is expected that the 
diversity of plane types required to support this installation will not substan- 
tially decrease in the future. In the interim certain unused barrack spaces and 
other buildings have been used for supply storage on a makeshift basis. How- 
ever, these spaces for the most part have been converted to office spaces and 
training spaces which have been needed during the expansion of the station 
and which are more efficient and compatible with the basic design of these build- 
ings. This requirement for additional aviation stores, and general stores, ware- 
house space is computed according to existing DOD directives and it is consid- 
ered necessary on a permanent basis at this station. 

Waterline, $28,000.—For a relatively small amount of funds, the waterline be- 
tween reservoirs will increase available fire protection for this major air station 
by about 40 percent. At the present time there are two water reservoirs in exist- 
énce, only one of which is directly connected to the high pressure pumping system 
which automatically comes into play to boost the pressure during periods of 
exceedingly high demand such as during a fire emergency. With the addition 
of an auxiliary pump the two existing reservoirs can be adequately connected 
to provide full utilization of both reservoirs during a fire emergency. 
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Mr. Rivers. Any questions by any member of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Naval Air Station, New Orleans, La.: Supply fa- 
cilities and maintenance facilities, $178,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Liquid oxygen, $56,000.—This facility is needed to provide efficient and eco- 
nomical liquid oxygen service to the more modern jet aircraft coming into the 
program which utilize the new liquid oxygen system exclusively. This would 
also provide gaseous oxygen for the conventional facilities at no additional cost. 
Modern jet aircraft use only the more efficient liquid oxygen system and the 
current usage at this station is now well beyond the capability of portable liquid 
oxygen equipment now being used. This type facility must be remotely located 
from normally inhabited areas for safety reasons and the conventional oxygen 
shop is not suitable for conversion. 

Addition to transportation facility, $122,000.—The Navy as host service, has 
basic public works responsibility for this entire joint use Reserve air station 
and is currently sharing the Air Force’s small five-stall transportation equip- 
ment facility. The Air Force plus the Navy currently have on board and are 
servicing approximately 170 pieces of automotive and aircraft servicing equip- 
ment. This facility is proposed as an addition to the Air Force facility, in order 
to provide for the 3,900 square feet deficiency currently existing and would 
permit a maximum amount of joint usage of both services’ facilities. 


Mr. Rivers. I want to ask you about this. Is this one that large 
Reserve airfield that they built? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir, this is a new location, where the Navy 
is the host to the Air Force Reserve and the Air National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. This is that big field that they built after the war as 
a model for the country, wasn’t it ? 

Admiral Taytor. No, sir. This is only about a year old, this field. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I am talking about. A big joint use field. 

Admiral Taytor. A big joint use field. I though you said after the 
war, sir. Iam sorry, I misunderstood. 

We were at a station which was on the lakefront before. 

Mr. Rivers. Shoshone Airport. 

Admiral Taytor. I think that was the name. It was very, very 
restricted. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Naval Air Station, Olathe, Kans. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Operational facilities, $192,000. 

(The justification is as follows:) 


Compass rose, $42,000.—This facility is needed for accurate calibration of the 
navigational compass which is required after each 120 flight hours or each 9 
days after the compass is installed in the plane or whenever an engine is 

‘changed. This station does not have a compass rose swing base adequate to 
calibrate the more modern larger aircraft... Compass directional stripes painted 
on a portion of the parking apron have been used in the past. This does not 

. meet the requirement of being far enough removed from ferrous metals such as 

steel in buildings or runways and parking apron steel reinforcements which 
cause electromagnetic disturbance to the compass calibration process. Also it 

. does not provide a nonferrous metal turntable necessary to accurately rotate the 

larger and heavier aircraft during the calibration process. In addition to the 
usual compass usage for navigation, accurate compass calibration is also needed 
for the accurate employment of the extensive and involved antisubmarine equip- 
ment and tactics which now comprise a major portion of the Naval Air Reserve 
mission. 

Aircraft arresting gear, $150,000.—This type of emergency arresting gear is a 
refinement of the old chain type arresting gear which has been so successfully 
utilized in recent years. Although having numerous advantages over the old 
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system the cost of the newer gear is no more than the chain type and it is the 
current goal of the Bureau of Aeronautics to have at least one and preferably 
two such type installations at each major airfield. Since July 1, 1957, there 
were 461 successful naval planes arrests made with emergency arresting gear 
equipment and it is estimated that over $50 million worth of material damage 
was prevented, as well as saving the lives of many aviation personnel. This 
type installation frequently saves many times its cost in just one usage operation. 
In addition it is pointed out that the more modern high performance aircraft with 
their more complicated accessory systems and higher landing speeds require 
more and more frequent use of this type safety device. 

Mr. Rivers. Any question about Olathe ? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Rivers. Can you see Olathe, Kans., after that snow they had 
the other day ? 

Admiral Taytor. Can we see it for the future, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. I am talking about that snow they had. 

Admiral Taytor. Oh. We had a very spectacular event there 
recently. 

Mr. Rivers. What was that? 

Admiral Taytor. It was a commercial airplane that had to land in 
an emergency, and landed at Olathe, about a month ago? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How long are your runways, Admiral? They are 
pretty long runways, aren’t they ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. It is about 8,500—8,500 feet. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Winsteap. I notice the number of aircraft present in 53. Is 
that correct ? 

Admiral Taytor. That is correct. 

Mr. Winsteap. And you expect the planned strength to be 35. 
Why the reduction? I notice that to be true in several others, too. 

r. Rivers. What does that mean, Commander ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. There is an overall reduction in air- 
craft in the entire command. This is due to the restriction in the 
number of aircraft that the entire Navy will operate. 

In future years, they will operate smaller numbers and a propor- 
tionate amount of the reduction is being taken by the Reserve Train- 
ing Command. 

Mr. Rivers. What kind of aircraft does a typical installation have, 
Admiral? What kind of aircraft? 

Admiral Taytor. The ones on the coast, sir, would have generally 
the antisubmarine type of aircraft, like the S2F and the P2V. 

Mr. Rivers. P2V. I know that. What is the S2F? 

Admiral Taytor. The S2F is a combined search and attack type 
carrier-based aircraft, 

Mr. Rivers. The P2V is a patrol bomber, like the Neptune. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The SNJ means something. You just have to go to 
Harvard to learn that. [Laughter. | 

Admiral Taytor. I am not an aviator, so sometimes I make a mis- 
take on those numbers, 

Mr. Rivers. I bet Captain Corradi even has trouble remembering. 
What do you call a Beechcraft? 

Admiral Taytor. SNB. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you call a Corsair? 
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Admiral Taytor. F4U. 

Mr. Rivers. That is sure something. I used to know all of them. 
But I quit trying to remember all that stuff. 

What is SNJ ? 

Commander SrerrenHacen. That is a scout trainer by North 
American. 

Mr. Rivers. What is Grumman ? 

Commander SterrenHAGEeN. The Grumman designation is “F”. 

Mr. Winsteap. Pardon me just one minute, 

This applies to others. This question may be very simple, but I 
don’t quite understand. 

You are requesting how much on this base here in Kansas? 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. $192,000. 

Mr. Winsteap. And I notice that your grand total expenditures 
will be $26 million—this is the estimated future. How long do you 
anticipate it will take to request and spend the other $7 million? 
I notice—we are requesting $192,000 this year, and you expect in the 
future to spend an additional $7,104,000. What do you anticipate 
the completion of this? 

Mr. Rivers. Captain Corradi, you should be able to answer that. 
Isn’t this your figures ? 

Admiral Taytor. This isa planning figure. 

Captain Corrapi. The commander has the planning figures. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. These are probably simple questions, but I am just 
wondering, as we go along, how long it will take us to complete these 
facilities on that kind of basis. 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. The figure you have before 
you—the estimated requirement is from the long range plan, which has 
certain items programed specifically for the next 3 or 4 years, and the 
remainder, probably the majority of it in the next 10 years—a total of 
a 10-year span being reflected in the long range requirement. 

Mr. Rivers. Olathe has been an important field for a long time. 

I know your transcontinental flights used to always stop there. 

Admiral Taytor. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. It was always a very important installation. 

Admiral Taytor. It is an old station. It is the only one we have in 
that area for the reservists to participate. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Well, without objection. 

We go to the Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Mass. 

Mr. SLaTiInsHEK. Operational facilities, $76,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


Approach lighting, $76,000.—This item is to provide for a medium high in- 
tensity approach lighting system which is utilized to guide planes into the runway 
edge in instrument landing conditions, and in addition may be utilized as an aid 
to safely return arcraft in deteriorating or marginal conditions. The recent 
emphasis on antisubmarine training operations in the Reserve Training Command 
requires more and more all-weather flight training and actual operations. The 
use of this system will permit this type and other flights to be sent out and safely 
returned during a great portion of the drill weekend when instrument or marginal 
weather conditions prevail particularly in this area. The increased utilization of 
our investment in the plant and the aircraft assigned, because of the greater lati- 
tude of operations during instrument and marginal weather conditions if this 
system were insta]led, would save the cost of this installation many times over. 
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Mr. Rivers. Without objection. That is approach lighting. Every- 
body is in favor of lighting. 
ere is a typical one, at Willow Grove, Pa., $797,000. 
(The justification is as follows :) 


Extension of taxiway, $251,000—The taxiway connection to the northwest 
end of runway 15-33, although adequate when originally constructed, does not 
now meet the present Bureau of Aeronautics criteria for bearing strength and, 
in addition, it appraoches the runway at an acute angle rather than at right 
angles. This situation restricts the efficient and safe operation of aircraft lin- 
ing up for takeoff and requires planes to warm up and perform preflight checks 
too close to the planes landing and taking off on this runway. The proposed 
item would conform in all respects to the current criteria and would permit 
the proper right angle approach to the runway. The acute angle approach was 
originally so constructed to provide proper clearance from a fuel farm located 
between the runway end and the property line. A major portion of this fuel 
farm is no longer useful or required, which situation will now permit the cor- 
rection of this deficiency. 

Compass rose, $50,000.—This facility is needed for accurate calibration of 
the navigational compass which is required after each 120 flight hours or each 
90 days after the compass is installed in the plane or whenever an engine is 
changed. This station does not have a compass rose swing base adequate to 
calibrate the more modern larger aircraft. Compass directional stripes painted 
on a portion of the parking apron have been used in the past. This does not 
meet the requirement of being far enough removed from ferrous metals such as 
steel in buildings or runways and parking apron steel reinforcements which 
cause electromagnetic disturbance to the compass calibration process. Also it 
does not provide a nonferrous metal turntable necessary to accurately rotate 
the larger and heavier aircraft during the calibration process. In addition to 
the usual compass usage for navigation, accurate compass calibration is also 
needed for the accurate employment of the extensive and involved antisubmarine 
equipment and tactics which now comprise a major portion of the Naval Air 
Reserve mission. 

Liquid oxygen, $46,000.—This facility is needed to provide efficient and 
economical liquid oxygen service to the more modern jet aircraft coming into 
the program which utilize the new liquid oxygen system exclusively. This would 
also provide gaseous oxygen for the conventional facilities at no additional cost. 
Modern jet aircraft use only the more efficient liquid oxygen system and the 
current usage at this station is now well beyond the capability of portable 
liquid oxygen equipment now being used. This type facility must be remotely 
located from normally inhabited areas for safety reasons and the conventional 
oxygen shop is not suitable for conversion. 

Approach lighting, $82,000.—This item is to provide for a medium high intensity 
approach lighting system which is utilized to guide planes into the runway edge 
in instrument landing conditions, and in addition may be utilized as an aid to 
safely return aircraft in deteriorating or marginal conditions. The recent 
emphasis on antisubmarine training operations in the Reserve Training Com- 
mand requires more and more all weather flights training and actual opera- 
tions. The use of this system ‘will permit this type and other flights to be 
sent out and safely returned during a great portion of the drill weekend when 
instrument or marginal weather conditions prevail particularly in this area. 
The increased utilization of our investment in the plant and the aircraft assigned 
because of the greater latitude of operations during instrument and marginal 
weather conditions if this system were installed would save the cost of this 
installation many times over. 

Aircraft arresting gear, $150,000.—This type of emergency arresting gear is a 
refinement of the old chain type arresting gear which has been so successfully 
utilized in recent years. Although having numerous advantages over the old 
system the cost of the newer gear is no more than the chain type and it is the 
current goal of the Bureau of Aeronautics to have at least one and preferably two 
such type installations at each major airfield. Since July 1, 1957, there were 
461 successful naval planes arrests made with emergency arresting gear equip- 
ment and it is estimated that over $50 million worth of material damage was 
prevented, as well as saving the lives of many aviation personnel. This type in- 
stallation frequently saves many times its cost in just one uSage operation. In 
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addition it is pointed out that the more modern high performance aircraft with 
their more complicated accessory systems and higher landing speeds require more 
and more frequent use of this type safety device. 

Dispensary, $218,000.—This item is to provide a one-story fireproof structure 
with facilities for outpatient sick call, an emergency operating room, an aviation 
examination room, X-ray room, laboratory and two dental chairs. The dis- 
pensary will also have facilities for holding beds. The existing dispensary was 
built in 1942 and is of wood framing on a concrete foundation. The building is in 
a state of gross deterioration. The siding, sheathing and studs are continuously 
wet and rotting. Of the approximately 1,600 linear feet of exterior wall, 70 
percent is in a deteriorated condition. In addition to the structural conditions, 
the age and condition of water, steam and condensate lines, traps and appurte- 
nances require increasingly costly maintenance expenditures. 

_ Mr. Rivers. Let’s spend a little time on that one so we will familiar- 
ize ourselves with at least one of these. 

First, is approach lighting. That is understandable. You don’t 
have any approach lighting there now, Admiral? 

Commander SterrenHAGEN. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the next thing? : ; 

Admiral Taytor. Would you like to take the extension of taxiway 
next ? 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that? _ 

Admiral Taytor. That is paving and lighting. | 

Mrs. Sr. George. That is the first item, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, now. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Page 31. 

Admiral Taytor. Page 30. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 30. Wy : 

Admiral Taytor. Page 30 has all of the six items on it and then 31 
has the first of those six. , é 

Mr. Rivers. Extension of taxiway. What is that for? For jets? 
_ Commander Srerrennacen. It would be used by all aircraft but it 
is more important in the jet operations. The ge taxiway does not 
approach the runway at the proper angle. That was due to the un- 
availability of certain land years ago when this station was con- 
structed and the fact that a fuel farm was constructed on a portion of 
this land. 

This fuel farm, which consists of smaller tanks, only two of which 
are currently usable, need not be utilized to its fullest extent any more, 
and this will now permit the proper construction of a taxiway in 
accordance with accepted aeronautical planning standards. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, who built the station tostart with? 

Commander SteFFENHAGEN. The Navy built the station, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you cutting down the station to where you are not 
using the tanks ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. No, sir. The previous taxiway had to 
be constructed to approach the runway at an acute angle, which is 
undesirable because the planes in lining up to take off have to taxi u 


too close to the operating aircraft that are landing and taking off, 
rather than 3, ati parallel to the runway and approaching—— 


Mr. Rivers. o was responsible for that ? 

Commander SrerrenHAGEN. For the original construction, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Commander STeFFENHAGEN. The Navy was. 

Mr. Rivers. Captain Corradi, I bet you wouldn’t construct a station 
like that. Would you, captain? 
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Captain Corrapi. Well, perhaps at the time that the station was 
built that was an accepted design criteria, Mr. Chairman. The con- 
figuration, speed of taxiing, and a lot of other characteristics of the 
airplane have changed the requirements for the design of the taxiway 
system as well as other facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. When was that station built ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. In 1942. 

Mr. Rivers. You had the Hellcats and the Hell Divers, and what 
else, using that thing ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Oh, TBM’s, Grumman Avengers. 

Mr. Rivers. The Venturas and the PBM’s? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. The PBM was the Martin. 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. What kind of jets are you going to have there? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. The FJ3, the North American swept- 
wing jet. ’ 

~ da Will you have any Grummans there? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. We will have S2F—the carrier-type 
antisubmarine plane, built by Grumman. 

Mr. Rivers. How long are your runways? They are pretty long, 
aren’t they ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN, Yes, sir. I believe the longest runway 
is about 8,500 feet. I have it exactly here. Eight thousand, even. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to be sure that you are using your current 
inventories, that you are not using any obsolete or obsolescent craft. 

Commander STeFFENHAGEN. No, sir. This planning is based en- 
tirely on current and projected aircraft base loadings. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, liquid oxygen. Compass rose is the next thing. 
What does compass rose—— 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Compass rose is needed to properly 
calibrate the compass in the aircraft, which is also used to calibrate 
and to accurately utilize the antisubmarine equipment which is in- 
stalled in the aircraft. : : 

When the station was built we just painted yellow lines on the deck 
to calibrate compasses. That is not satisfactory for the modern larger 
aircraft which must be—— 

Mr. Rivers. This brings it up to date? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The next thing is liquid oxygen 

Mr. CHAamperLAIn. Mr. Chairman, I don’t understand that. I would 
like to have him explain it further. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Physically—this is a $50,000 item; is that right ? 

Commander STeFFENHAGEN. That is right. 

Mr. CHamMBERLAIN. That is a pretty fancy compass rose. What is 
it? Something like a turntable that you put an engine on in a round- 
house, or what ? 

Commander StrerrENHAGEN. That is right. In a way, it is a metal 
turntable which must be constructed of nonferrous metals, since ferrous 
metals would cause electric magnetic interference to the compass while 
it is being calibrated. 

The larger aircraft must be on this turntable because they can’t 
be moved to the exact spot for the calibration, the exact heading. 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Do you have one at every base, or what? 

Commander SterFENHAGEN. We—— 

Pag CHAMBERLAIN. I notice you had one over here at—somewhere 
else. 
Commander Srerrennacen. At Olathe, we also need one. In some 
of the bases we just painted lines on the deck in World War II and 
that was sufficient for the small trainer aircraft, which didn’t need as 
accurate calibration as the modern antisubmarine aircraft. 

Also, this must be so located that it is remote from any buildings 
with steel in them or taxiways, runways with steel reinforcements, 
and it involves separate construction at a remote location with an 
access road, paved, and likewise with nonferrous reinforcements. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that answer your question ? 

Mr. CuamBerLAIn. No. Unless—we might just pursue it one step 
further. Where is the nearest one to this base? If you didn’t have 
one here, what would you do? 

Commander SterrenHAGEN. We would have to fly it—either restrict 
the aircraft from flying certain missions or fly it to another location 
that has a compass calibration rose. 

However, this calibration must be accomplished every 120 hours of 
aircraft time or every 90 days or each time an engine is taken from 
the aircraft and reinstalled. It would be highly impractical and un- 
economical to fly the aircraft to another location each time we need 
a compass rose. 

Mr. Cuamperuain. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Mr. Chamberlain. 

Now, your liquid oxygen transfer building. That is when the planes 
are to be repaired ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. This facility is needed to supply the 
modern jet aircraft with liquid oxygen. All of these modern jet 

lanes have the more efficient and compact and therefore economical 

iquid oxygen system installed, and we do not have the facilities at 
any of our Reserve air stations, other than portable equipment, to 
supply this need. 
e need is getting greater every day, and it is beyond the capacity 
of the portable equipment. 

Mr. Rivers. That is to breathe in ? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. Approach lighting and arresting 
gear, gives them the training to land on a carrier, doesn’t it? 

Commander StrerrenHaAGEN. Not exactly, sir. The arresting gear 
is primarily an emergency arresting device which will save many dol- 
lars in aircraft accidents, in overruns. 

The modern jet aircraft, particularly, have higher landing speeds 
and a more anata approach angle, and are more critical as far as 
wheels and tires and friction heat generated upon contact with the 
runway. 

Mr. Rivers. They are all carrier planes? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. But there are certain adap- 
tations to this gear which would permit us also to arrest a noncarrier 
aircraft in an emergency. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t use any drag chutes? 

Commander STEFFENHAGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you? 
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Commander Srerrenuacen. They are just not designed into most 
of our Navy aircraft. They are not needed for the normal landings 
which most of our Navy aircraft are designed to come aboard car- 
riers and to come aboard with somewhat lower landing speeds. 

Mr. Rivers. Did you ever hear the old story of “Any port in a 
storm” ? 

Commander STeEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It would come in mighty handy there, wouldn’t it? 

Commander STEFFENHAGEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record). 

Mr. Cuampertain. What kind of gear is it? Is it a net? 

Commander SrerreNHAGEN. It is similar to the arresting gear 
aboard a carrier. It is a one-wire cable arrangement strung across 
the runway, which is attached to an arresting gear engine, as it is 
called. This is an energy-absorbing device which permits the hook of 
the carrier-type aivoral to engage the cable stretched across the run- 
way and as it runs out, the energy-absorbing device slows it down and 
prevents it from running off the end of the runway or off to the side 
if it has a damaged landing gear or blown tire. 

Mr. Rivers. I landed on the Forrestal with a Grumman, “COD,” 
Admiral. It wasn’t much of a sensation to it. They had numbers of 
wires on that. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t need but one on here, do you? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir, just one. 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you need more than one? 

Admiral Taytor. Well, on a carrier you have to land an a relatively 
very small spot. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Admiral Taytor. On the field you can land well short of the wire 
and make sure that you pick up the one wire that is there. 

Mr. Rivers. Ups and downs and skipping ? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought we had gotten that pretty well. ' 

Is there any question on that by any member of the committee? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, we approve Willow Grove. 

Now, that takes the Naval Air. 

Mr. StatinsHexk. Aviation. 

Mr. Rivers. Now let’s go to Naval Reserve, surface. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. Commander McCoy is quite familiar 
with these details. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much, Commander Steffenhagen, you 
did a very fine job. Thank you. I don’t think I got you mixed up 
on those designations. I got myself mixed up. The first—go ahead, 
Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. Sratinsuek. First line, is on line 17, page 60. Naval and 
Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Beaumont, Tex. : Operational 
facilities, $65,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


This project proposes to rehabilitate an existing wharf on Navy-owned prop- 
erty in order to provide a berth for a destroyer-type ship assigned to the Selected 
Reserve Force. The primary features include dredging, installation of a moor- 
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ing dolphin and dockside services stich as steam, electricity, and water. Esti- 
mated cost, $65,000. The ship will provide training for naval reservists of the 
Beaumont and Port Arthur, Tex., area. An architectural and engineering con- 
tract can be awarded in March, with completion expected by June. 


Mr. Rivers. Any questions by any member of the committee? 


(No response.) 

Mr. Rivers. All that is is rehabilitation of a berthing wharf? 

Commander McCoy. That is to recondition the existing Navy- 
owned wharf on city-owned land, Mr. Chirman, to provide a berth 
for a DE-type ship. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. It is to provide also necessary dock services, 
such as steam and electricity and water lines. 

Those DD’s are what—2250? 

Commander McCoy. This is a destroyer escort, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought you said DD. 

Commander McCoy. DE. 

Mr. Rivers. DE? 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What isthat? 1700, or 1650? 

Commander McCoy. 1650, I believe, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Commander McCoy. Thisship, Mr. Chairman, as well as these other 
operational projects with respect to destroyer escorts, will be skele- 
tonized and placed in what we call a cold-iron condition. They will 
have 2 officers and 33 men assigned to them as the active-duty force. 
And then the Reserve crew will drill aboard this ship, and on week- 

-ends take her to sea and actually train in the operating areas. But 
with that reduced complement on board, they require a berth which 
‘has all these docksides services in order to maintain the plant. They 
don’t have sufficient men to maintain their own services. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions by any member of the committee? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Where is the ship now? 

Commander McCoy. At the present time, for the one in Beau- 
mont, she is—this destroyer escort has not been received from the fleet 
yet, sir. These are being phased in as the berths become available 
during the fiscal year 1960. 

We have many of the ships, but for the 1960 projects, those ships are 
received as we receive a berth. 

We had to phase down the crew in order to have this reduced opera- 
re on the ship. And you have to have the facility before you can 

o that. 

Mr. Rivers. You phase them down so when they get dockside, these 
Reserves will be there to take those —— 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir. We have already formed the Re- 
serve crews in these areas. But until we have a berth for that ship 
at the location where it is going to be, we can’t reduce the active-duty 
complement. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Commander McCoy. So it is a matter of getting everything to- 

ther. 
os CHAMBERLAIN. Until she comes in, they just get their “Blue 
Jacket Manual” to study ? 

Commander McCoy. No; they are getting good training at the 
training center in Beaumont. — 
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Mr. CuAamBerLAiIn. That is what I mean. They will have no op- 
portunity to go to sea? 

Commander McCoy. Not at this time, except for active duty on 
training tours. 

Mr. Rivers. And how long is that? 

Commander McCoy. Two weeks, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is one of the strongest selling points in your Re- 
serve over the years, that cruise. 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir; and the attractivenes of the going 
to sea is one of the big things that we feel will make this Selective Re- 
serve plan successful. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next one, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Champaign, 
Il].: Training facilities, $70,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

This project proposes to provide 2,544 square feet of exclusive Navy space 
to be constructed as a joint project with the Army Reserve. The present Naval 
Reserve electronics facility is located in exceptionally inadequate and hazardous 
quarters on the third floor of a frame building which has been recently con- 
demned by the city. The estimated cost of this project is $70,000, which is based 
on comparable projects with the Army at other locations. Final plans are 
awaiting action by the Army, which is the host service in this project. (Army 
project : 200-man unit cost, $302,000. ) 

Commander McCoy. This project, Mr. Chairman, proposes to con- 
struct jointly with the Army 2,544 square feet of exclusive Navy space. 
The meme project, which I understand is included in the 1960 pro- 
gram, is for a 200-man unit. This is to replace a presently extremely 
hazardous and inadequate existing, facility on the third floor of a 
building which we have leased. But the building recently has been 
condemned by the city. So we must vacate and we will go joint with 
the Army in constructing this replacement facility. 

Mr. Rivers. Who had the building? You? 

Commander McCoy. The Army will be the host service in this, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Just a question. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Not on this program. But I believe last year—was 
there a similar building planned at Indiana University ? 

Commander McCoy. Bloomington, Ind.; yes. That was approved 
and authorized. However, it was not funded for various reasons. 
However, reecntly the Army has come forth with a project in Bloom- 
ington, and again we are going joint in Bloomington, whereas a year 
ago it was a unilateral project. 

Mr. Bray. Of course, the planned type of building you had was 
better suited for the needs there than the _ that the Army is 
planning there. That is in my opinion. But that was a rather 
nice installation that you had planned. 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir. Our unilateral construction is a 
single concrete block building, 3,170 square feet. Of course, it is 
designed just to meet the needs of that size of unit. 

However, where we can go joint and utilize dual steam, water, 
head facilities, and classrooms, there is a definite savings. 

Mr. Bray. I see that. I am glad to see that. But I know your 
plan was to put it on the university campus, which they agreed to, 
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to allow it to be done. You have a rather outstanding unit there 
and quite a few personnel. Very fine scientific training is not easy 
to get every place. 

ut I just heard the vague rumors about some changes there and 
I am just taking this opportunity to find out what was going on. 

Your unit is still going to be adequately housed according to the 
new plan there; is that correct ? 

Commander McCoy. Mr. Bray, the recent developments with re- 
spect to Bloomington—I am very much interested, too, being from 
Indianapolis. 

Mr. Rivers. You are a Hoosier, too? 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, we won’t hold that against you. Go ahead. 

Commander McCoy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Recently the old post office building in downtown Bloomington has 
become available, since they built a brandnew one there, and the 
Army and Navy have investigated just 2 weeks ago the possibility of 
taking that building over. Army and Navy needs can both be served 
by—well, by some ‘minor rehabilitation to that building. That will 
provide a facility for both of us, without new construction. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, let me ask you a question. When you go 
joint, how do you determine the ratio of the money to be spent ? 

Commander McCoy. It gets pretty complicated, sir, but there is a 
formula for it. 

Of course, we have exclusive space—— 

Mr. Rivers. Well if you didn’t make it complicated, somebody 
would be out of a job, wouldn’t they? [Laughter.] 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t want to make it too simple. 

Mr. Bray. Would you need all of that building at Bloomington? 

Commander McCoy. Oh, no. No, Mr. Bray. We use about 3,000 
square feet, or 2,500 square feet of exclusive space. The rest of it 
will be used by the Army, with probably 600 or 700 square feet for 
joint usage. 

Mr. Bray. Frankly—there are three stories to that building. I 
wouldn’t say that ri Morse use couldn’t be made of it. It was not 
built with anything of that in mind. I know there is a study going 
on as to the proper utilization of that building, whether it should be 
declared surplus to the school. I had also heard that the military 
might be interested in it. But I didn’t know that they were figuring 
putting their electronic facility in there. 

Commander McCoy. Well, if we went in independently, sir, it 
would cost $95,000 and the Army’s project would probably approxi- 
mate $300,000 on a unilateral construction. Whereas as a curbstone 
estimate at this time, we can serve both our needs for approximately 
$100,000. 

Mr. Bray. Of course, there are no parking facilities there at all? 

Commander McCoy. Of course, in the preliminary investigation, 
they feel, and hope, that they can obtain parking facilities which are 
about two blocks away. This is still under development, sir. This is 
just kind of a status report. 

Mr. Rivers. You better hurry up and solve it, because Mr. Bray is 
right on top of you. 
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Mr. Bray. No; I don’t want them to solve it in an awful hurry, 
because sometimes you make some very unwise decisions there on 
that whole thing if you are not careful. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s get back to Champaign. Isn’t that where the 
university is? 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir, the University of Illinois is in Cham- 


paign. 
Mr. Rivers. Do you have any university students there? 

Commander McCoy: We have university students in our Naval 
Reserve Electronics Division, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Commander McCoy. In fact, that is one of our best outfits and 
one of our best sources of recruitment. 

Mr. Rivers. I have been there. That is the house the Grange built ; 
isn’t it ? 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes,sir. Ithoughtso. That isa big place. 

Commander McCoy. A beautiful university. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t use any of your NROTC there, do you? 
They got their own place ? 

Commander McCoy. We use nothing on the campus. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Commander McCoy. For this Reserve training, sir. 

: Mr. Rivers. Of this $70,000, how much is the Army going to put 
in? 

Commander McCoy. I am told their project is $302,000, sir, for a 
200-man unit. 

Mr. Rivers. And you put in $70,000 ? 

Commander McCoy. We put in $70,000 for 2,544 square feet, ex- 
clusive space building. 

Mr. Rivers. I see, Mr. Slatinshek ? 

Mr. SuatinsHek. No questions. 

Mr. Rivers. You are a Reserve. You must help us. When we 
get in the woods, help us get out. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. Yes, sir; if you get in trouble. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. Without objection. The next project. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Line 21. Naval Reserve Training Center, Cleve- 
land, Ohio: Training facilities, $655,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

This project proposes to construct a replacement Naval Reserve training 
center on Government-owned land (Coast Guard) on the lakefront in the city 
of Cleveland and will provide a 29,376 square foot facility for four surface 
divisions and two construction battalion divisions. The present Naval Reserve 
training center on Clinton Road is in an industrial area, has no parking facili- 
ties, and is completely inadequate. Continuation in the present World War 
II frame building will necessitate expenditure of over $100,000 for urgent struc- 
tural repairs. It is intended that the site of the present facility and adjoining 
Navy-held land will be sold to the adjacent General Motors Corp., which has 
indicated an interest and intent to purchase same at a fair value and which 
holds an option to purchase. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions there? 

(No response. ) 

‘Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next one. 
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Mr. StatinsHEK. Page 61, line 1. Naval Reserve Training Cen- 
ter, Galveston, Tex.: Operational facilities, $204,000. 

The justification is as follows: 

This proposed’ project provides for the rehabilitation of a -Government-owned 
wharf and installation of dockside services such as steam, electric and water 
facilities in order to berth a destroyer-type ship of the Selected Reserve Force. 
This ship will provide training for Naval reservists of the Galveston-Houston 
area. Planning has been accomplished by the district public works officer. 

Commander McCoy. This is similar to the first one at Beaumont, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. Well, we spent time on one, so that we will 
understand what goes on. Without objection. 

The next one. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Naval Reserve Electronics Facility, Kingsville, 
Tex.: Training facilities, $35,000. 

(The justification is as follows) : 

This project provides for rehabilitation and alteration to a Navy-owned build 
ing located on the Naval Air Auxiliary Station, Kingsville. The Naval Reserve 
electronics facility was required to make an emergency move from another 
naval air auxiliary station building that had to be razed due to deterioration. 
Alteration and rehabilitation will be limited to a 3,170 square foot area as pre- 
scribed for this type of activity. 

Commander McCoy. That is for the rehabilitation, sir, of an ex- 
isting Government-owned building at the naval auxiliary air station. 
We were required to move out of our former frame building because 
it would have cost too much to fix it up. It had deteriorated to the 
point where it was a hazard. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. Let’s leave Texas for-awhile. We 
have three there. 

Commander McCoy. No others for surface, sir. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Just a minute. We haven’t finished—— 

Commander McCoy. I mean in Texas. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Without objection. Now we will get to New Haven. 

Mr. Suatinsuexk. Line 5. Naval Reserve Training Center, New 
Haven, Conn. : Operational facilities, $323,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

This project proposes to provide for the rehabilitation of an unused city- 
owned pier, accomplish necessary dredging and the installation of dockside 
services. Two destroyer-type ships of the selected Reserve force will be berthed 
at this pier. The land is city-owned and has been leased to the Navy for 50 
years at $1 per year. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Give a little résumé. 

Commander McCoy. This project proposes to provide for the re- 
habilitation of an unused city-owned pier and to accomplish the nec- 
essary dredging in the installation of dockside services. Two de- 
stroyer-type ships of the selected Reserve force will be berthed at this 
pier. The land is city-owned and has been leased to the Navy for 50 
years at $1 per year. 

Mr. Rivers. This is Marine Corps, too? I say this is joint use, 
isn’t it? 

Admiral Taytor. This is joint use; yes, sir. 

Commander McCoy. This is a Naval and Marine Corps Reserve 
training center. 
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Mr. Rivers. Tell me, how high are your tides up there? Are they 
pretty high? } 

Commander McCoy. I don’t think so, Mr, Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. What would you call high there? We call 6 feet in 
Charleston high. 

Commander McCoy. I was thinking of 6 feet and up as a high tide. 
But I don’t believe the tide reaches that extent in New Haven. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I have been up in New England, around Bath, 
Maine. It is pretty high. 

Commander McCoy. The farther north you go—— 

Mr. Rivers. You can’t see the boat at low tide. 

Commander McCoy. The farther north you go, you get higher 
change in tides. 

Admiral Taytor. We will find out within 5 minutes. 

Mr. Rivers. I bet it is more than 6 feet. 

Commander McCoy. Commander Steffenhagen, ask them to look 


it up. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. We won’t stop for that. 

Mr. CuHampBertaIn. Mr. Chairman. How many ships are you going 
to tie up here? 

Commander McCoy. Two destroyer-type ships, sir. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. We had one dock back here, down at Beau- 
mont, for $65,000. This is $323,000. You got a lot more in the way 
of facilities here. 

Commander McCoy. At Beaumont, sir, we had an existing wharf 
that didn’t require the extensive rehabilitation that the one in New 
Haven requires. 

Mr. Cuamper.ain. A lot more dredging, too, I see. 

Commander McCoy. The dredging is the primary thing here, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You can’t get a ship to dock if you can’t get the mud 
out. That isbasic. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Rivers. Unless you use that hydrofoil. 

Without objection. 

The next one is—is it St. Louis? 

Mr. StatinsueKx. The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training 
‘Center, St. Louis, Mo. : Training facilities, $697,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 

This project proposes to construct a replacement Naval and Marine Corps 
Reserve training center on Navy-owned land at the former naval air station, 
Lambert Field facility. ‘The present Naval and Marine Corps Reserve training 
center must be vacated due to an Army Engineer flood control project which pro- 
poses to construct a levee through the present building.- The new facility will 
be jointly constructed with the Marine Corps. Estimated cost: Navy portion, 
$697,000; Marine Corps portion, $370,000. This project will provide the only 
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve training facility in the St. Louis area for 
the approximately 1,500 reservists presently participating. 

Commander McCoy. This project, Mr. Chairman, proposes to con- 
struct a replacement Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training 
Center on Navy-owned land at the former Naval Air Station at Lam- 
bert Field. 

The present Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center 
must be vacated due to an Army engineering flood control project, 
which proposes to construct a levy right through the present building. 

Mr. Rivers. So you don’t have any alternative, do you? 
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Commander McCoy. We must get out, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And you are going to Lambert Field? 

Commander McCoy. We are going to what was the Lambert Field 
area. It formerly was the Naval Air Station. Weare no longer there 
with naval air. But it is still Government-owned property in the 
location where we propose to construct. 

Mr. Rivers. Lambert Field was named after the man who made 
Listerine? 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions? 

Mr. Wamepter. Yes, Mr. Chairman. Are these permanent struc- 
tures you are building? 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir, these are permanent structures. 

Mr. Rivers. Any members that have any questions just interject. 

Commander McCoy. Masonry, concrete, and so on. 

Mr. Wampter. The previous one: You had a temporary structure. 

Commander McCoy. No, that was an old warehouse-type building, 
down the river. It is a permanent building, but built some time ago. 

Mr. Wampter. Improvised. 

Commander McCoy. No, it wasn’t any improvised building. It was 
a permanent-type structure, yes, sir. 

Admiral Taytor. But the training center was improvised into a 
training center, that is right. 

Mr. Wameter. Do you have a brigade there? 

Commander McCoy. Yes, sir, there is a brigade in St. Louis. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you finished, Mr. Wampler 

Mr. Wampter. Yes, sir, I am. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next project, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Naval Reserve Training Center, San Diego, Calif. : 
Operational facilities, $226,000. 

Mr. Rivers. It says San Raphael on my book. Is that San Diego? 

Mr. SuaTInsHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. San Diego is San Raphael ? 

Commander McCoy. San Raphael is a Marine Corps project, Mr. 
Chairman. San Diego is the next surface one. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, I see. 

Admiral Taytor. Page 51 in the book, 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. I am on page 61 in the bill, line 9. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. StatinsHex. Page 61, line 9. 

Mr. Rivers, I see. $226,000. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. $226,000, 

Commander McCoy. This project again proposes to rehabilitate 
and partially replace an existing Government-owned pier, in order to 

rovide a berth for destroyer-type ships of the Selected Reserve 
orce. 
, Again, it is rehabilitation, dredging, and the installation of dock- 
side services. 
Die Rivers. Wherever you have a ship, it seems like they are all 
Ss. 

Commander McCoy. In this program, sir, the destroyer escorts 
will comprise the majority of the ships. In fact, by the end of 1960, 
fiscal 1960, we propose to have 34 destroyer escorts and 14 destroyers. 
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The destroyer escorts have the skeletonized crew of 2 officers and 33 
men, and the destroyers, 10 officers and 160 men. Each of those ships 
have the Reserve crew, which trains on them during the month, on 
weekends. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, the reason you have so many DE’s: Because 
of submarines ? 

Commander McCoy. Both types of ships are used in the antisub- 
marine warfare, on mobilization, 

Mr. Rivers. That is the most critical of all your problems, isn’t it? 

Commander McCoy. The purpose of this program, sir, is to have 
these men of the Reserve crew, who have their orders in their pockets, 
the moment the bell rings, to go and get aboard their own ship and 
sail out to the operating area and take up a patrol position or join 
the fleet as assigned. 

Mr. Rivers. I see these people, various people in the country talk- 
ing about a division of Army troops woh reduction in the Marine 
Corps. But if the American people knew what the danger there was 
in submarines, nobody would sleep on the east coast. Because you can 
take a submarine and surface it up to 500 miles off the coast and if 
you got the guidance system, you can drop a missile on any city on the 
coast—I mean conceivably. Of course, the Navy wouldn’t let them 
do it, would you, Admiral ¢ 

Admiral Taytor. Well, we would certainly do our best to prevent 


it, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. That is a terrible prospect, you know that. 

I was talking to Admiral Thach the other day. Thach was down 
at Charleston to commission the Claude Jones, a DE, with the latest 


type of gear. He has a terrific job. Now we can shoot a missile from 
a submarine 500 miles, can’t we, Admiral, at least? 

Admiral Taytor. We have the Regulus capability now. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Admiral Taytor. But the submarine has to surface to fire it. 

Mr. Rivers. Has to surface. 

Admiral Taytor. The new Polaris-type submarine, of course, can 
fire the missile submerged. 

Mr. Rivers. I know that. We are building an installation at 
Charleston for that purpose. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. You said the Regulus was in operation. Does that mean 
you abandoned it ? 

Admiral Taytor. Well, I am not an expert on this subject. I was 
only speaking from general knowledge. 

Mr. Rivers. But they have something else better than the Regulus. 

Mr. Bray. You will have something better than the Regulus sev- 
eral years from now. 

I was just curious whether one day we saw in the papers where it 
was as fine a firing test as could be expected, being fired from the 
Pacific into the desert. Then they canceled the program for Regulus. 
We lost a little over $170 million, or maybe twice that. You canceled 
the program and you have nothing to take its place for along time. I 
thought that, too, very careful planning. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course, that is in policy, Admiral, You don’t have 
anything to do with that, do you? 
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Admiral Taytor. I wasn’t in on that decision; no, sir. _ 

Mr. Bray. No. The Navy was ordered to abandon it. But I 
thought it was rather unusual that they abandoned it in a few days 
after they made as perfect a test as possibly could have been 
performed. 

I think it is rather interesting that the press doesn’t send out any 
more optimistic reports on the success, because they are going to aban- 
don it. I just thought I would make that comment. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, what is next? Does that take care of that? 

Mr. SxatinsHex. Could the commander provide this additional 
information ? 

Since you mentioned the number of DE’s used in the Reserve train- 
ing program, could you mention the number of submarines that are 
used for crews? That is, training in connection with training cen- 
ters and Reserve personnel. 

Commander McCoy. I would like to supply that for the record. 
I do not have it available. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. I thonght you might have it. 

Commander McCoy. Pardon me, I think I do have it, too. How- 
ever, these submarines—the submarines that we have at present are 
assigned to training centers. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. That-is what-I have reference to. 

Commander McCoy. In an in-service condition. They are not 
operable. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. They are dockside training ? 

Commander McCoy. They are dockside training. We have—I will 
give you the count here. We have 23 submarines assigned to the Naval 
Reserve program in an in-service status. 

Mr. StatrnsHeK. Mr. Chairman, I had simply asked that question 
to bring out the fact the Navy wasn’t concentrating on one type of 
training—DE training. They also have crews training in submarines, 
as well as in aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a good question. Thank you, Mr. Slatinshek. 

What is the next one ? 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Line 11, on page 61. “Naval Reserve Training 
Center, Whitestone, N.Y.: Operational facilities, $104,000.” 

(The justification is as follows :) 

This project proposes to rehabilitate an existing pier which is owned by the 
State of New York but under lease to the Navy, renewable to June 30, 1981. The 
primary features include rehabilitation of the pier, dredging, and installation 
of dockside services to provide a berth for destroyer-type ships of the selected 
Reserve Force. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

What is the next one? 

Mr. StatinsHEeK. The next major breakdown applies to the Marine 
Corps Reserve facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. Marine Corps Reserve. 

Thank you, Commander. 

Commander McCoy. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

1 snag Taytor. Major Heinemann is our supporting witness on 
this one. 

I have the tide that Commander Steffenhagen was kind enough to 
get, at New Haven, which you asked about, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Rivers. How much is it? 

Admiral Tartor. The overall mean range is 6.2 feet. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Admiral Taytor. With a spring maximum of 7.3 feet. 

Mr. Rivers. The same as we have in Charleston. Thank you, sir. 

Now, go ahead, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. StatinsHek. The first item, on page 61, line 14: “Marine 
Corps Reserve Training Center, Chicago, Ill.: Training facilities, 
$518,000.” 

(The justification is as follows :) 

The present training center is a former school of optometry, is leased for an 
annual rental of $37,860. This lease expires on November 24, 1960. In addi- 
in oe maintenance costs for the next 2 years have been estimated to cost 
Tnae is no area, indoor or outdoor, to permit this unit to muster, conduct 
drills, practice combat formations, or emplace weapons under simulated combat 
conditions. This situation prohibits conducting a realistic and progressive 
training program. In addition, no rifle range, garage, or vehicle maintenance 
shop exists for the training of these reservists. 

The proposed training center is to be constructed on a site containing 11.47 
acres leased from the city of Chicago for $1 per year for 50 years. The cost 
of this training center will be amortized in less than 14 years, and will fulfill 
the requirements of this unit, which the present facility does not do. 

Failure to approve this project will result in the continued occupancy of an 
unsatisfactory facility, continued training of reservists under very poor condi- 
tions, and the continued payment of exorbitant rental costs. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, let’s take a typical one, so that we will 
know just how—is that a typical one—what is it, major or colonel ? 

Major Hernemann. Major, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I can’t see the color. Is that a typical one, Major? 

Major Heinemann. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go into one so we will know. 

Major Hernemann. This training center in Chicago is a former 
school of optometry. We lease this facility at a cost of $37,860 
annually. This lease will expire in 1960. 

In addition, maintenance costs on this facility are expected to 
reach $11,000 over the next 2 years. There is no area indoor or 
outdoor to permit this unit to muster, conduct drills, practice combat 
weapons, or implace weapons under simulated combat conditions. 

Now, this situation prohibits conducting a realistic and progressive 
training program. In addition, there is no rifle range, garage, or 
vehicle maintenance shop for the training of reservists. 

To relieve the conditions we propose to construct a training center 
on a site to be leased from the city of Chicago for $1 a year for 50 
ears. 

F The site contains 11.47 acres. This is on the north side of Chicago. 

Mr. Rivers. What all do you put in there, Major? 

Major Hernemann. This is an infantry battalion, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. An infantry battalion. 

Now, when you will have completed it, it will have all the features 
you referred to? 

Major Hetnemann. Yes, sir; it will. 

Mr. Rivers. It will be a complete unit? 

Major Hetnemann. It will be a complete unit, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions from any members of the committee? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. ‘Isn’t that rather high for flagpoles? 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. Chairman, I notice over here at Clinton, it is 
$700 for a flagpole. 

Major Hernemann. Beg your pardon. 

Mr. Rivers. Well—— 

Plage ned HEINEMANN. These are estimated costs based on costs in 
the area. 

Mr. Rivers. If we don’t build these now, some of these days you 
may have a hammer and sickle. So we better build these here right 
now. 

Mr. Bray. I don’t think—I don’t want to belabor the point, but I 
don’t think a $600 flagpole is necessarily a reasonable price. Maybe I 
don’t know. I don’t believe the one you raised at Suribachi cost quite 
that. much. 

Major Hernemann. No, sir. That one was made of rather cheap 
material. 

Mr. Rivers. What do you put there first, the Marine flag or the 
US. flag? 

Major Hernemann. The U.S. flag. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. We have to have some allies, haven’t we? 

Major Hernemann. Yes, sir. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Wampter. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wamp.ter. Major—— 

Major Hernemann. Yes, sir? 

Mr. Wampter. I would like to ask you about the location of this 
training center compared, or in relation to a naval training center. 
Are you so far away, so remote, that you can’t utilize the facilities 
of a Naval Reserve training center with it? 

Major Hr1neMann. Sir, before we construct any training center in 
any location, we always explore the possibility of joint utilization. 
We attempt to construct an addition onto another training center, 
if the land permits. Or if they have enough room inside their facility 
for us, we will just move into the facility. 

As it happens, in Chicago, all the Reserve components in Chicago 
—— utilize their facilities and have no room for us. That 
is why we must build our own training center. 

Now, in this case also the high rental we are paying is $37,860 a 
year. The cost of this training center will be amortized in less than 
14 years. 

Mr. Wampter. How far is this training center from the nearest 
naval activity ? 

Major He1neMann. The Naval Reserve Training Center— 

Mr. StatrnsHEK. Ten miles. 

Major Hetnemann. No. I am just trying to figure it out in city 
blocks now. It is between 9 and 10 miles within the city. 

Mr. Wampter. Between 9 and 10 miles? 

Major HerneMann. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any other questions, Mr. Wampler? 

Mr. Wampter. No. 

Mr. Rivers. I guess you, Admiral, are in charge of the whole thing, 
yes? 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir; I am responsible—— 

Mr. Rivers. I wish you would furnish us a list of the entire Reserve 
program, so we can see how they are distributed over the country. 





Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If you will. 

Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Winstead suggested that. I think that would be 
a good thing to have. 

Mr. StatInsHEK. Yes, sir. I have already discussed that with the 
admiral and he agreed to provide me with a list of that information. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wameter. Mr. Chairman, I have one more question. 

Admiral, during the activation of these other training centers, 
when they were being constructed previously, in about 1948 or 1949, 
there was one contractor from down east that did a lot of this con- 
tracting all out through the Middle West. 

Now, are these contracts that are made here going to be awarded 
more in the immediate vicinity, or are they coming out of a centralized 
agency ? 

an Ree: Captain Corradi ought to answer that. 

Admiral Taytor. Captain Corradi is the expert. 

Mr. Rivers. How about that, Captain? 

Captain Corrapi. Our normal procedure for awarding a contract 
for construction of a training center such as this is to have complete 
plans and specifications prepared by a local architect or engineer 
practicing in the State in which the facilit is to be constructed, and 
then to advertise for competitive bidding, that is for competitive bids, 
and to award the contract on the basis of the lowest competitive bid. 

Mr. Rivers. Within that naval district ? 

Captain Corrapr. We do not exclude construction contractors from 
bidding on a job just because their office is not located within the 
area. 

Mr. Rivers. But confined to the naval district, isn’t it? 

Captain Corrapt. Not the construction contractors. We take the 
lowest price from any eligible contractor. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, take a place like—I am familiar with Charleston. 
Charleston is the 6th Naval District. 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is about six States, isn’t it—seven States? 

Captain Corrapt. Seven States; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Would you entertain a contract from the State of 
Washington ? 

Captain Corrapr. We would select an architect-engineer 

Mr. Rivers. Locally ? 

Captain Corrapr. From the local area. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I am talking about. 

Captain Corrapr. But we would have to entertain a properly re- 
sponsive bid from any part of the country. 

Mr. Rivers. You would ? 

Captain Corrapt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, may I say right here that we have 
just recently gone through some of that in Meridian, Miss. I didn’t 

ave a constituent that received a single contract. And I want to 
compliment you on the fact that you did it the way youdid. Because 
T am one of those—— 
Captain Corrapr. Thank you, sir. 
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Mr. WinsteEap. Who don’t believe that the taxpayers ought to pay 
an enormous sum of money just necessarily to permit the local con- 
tractor to have the contract. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought you confined your competitive bidding. It 
is all competitive? 

Captain Corrapr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I know the reason that you do it for the local architect. 
Because he knows more about the terrain than anybody else. 

Captain Corrapt. Precisely. 

Mr. Rivers. But it is all competitive bidding, though. 

I would like to say this for the record. The Bureau of Yards 
and Docks—I think 95 percent of your contracts are competitive; 
aren’t they ? 

Captain Corrapr. At the present time, all of our construction con- 
tracts, with a possibility of, three exceptions, are competitively bid 
construction contracts; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What percentage would that be? Way up in the 90’s? 

Captain Corrapi. We have about 1,400 active construction contracts. 
The percentage of those that are competitively bid is quite high. In 
summary our design contracts are negotiated contracts and the archi- 
tect-engineer normally is selected from those qualified firms in the area 
of the work. Our construction contracts normally are advertised, com- 
petitively bid contracts and are open to qualified construction contrac- 
tors from all parts of the country. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wixsreap. That is all I wanted to say. I think the captain—I 
was talking about Meridian. Even though my constituents didn’t get 
the contract, I think you handled it in a very fine manner and on a 
fair basis and they had a chance to participate. 

Captain Corrapi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. The way you worked it out, I think is complimen- 
tary. 

Mr. Rivers. Had you finished ? 

Mr. Wampter. There is one thing that made it quite an incentive 
for those centralized contractors. That was this: They bid originally 
about $174,000 for the quonset hut type. Then they knew that there 
was going to be supplemental appropriations that would carry that 
up to about $231,000. 

So actually in the construction of those early training centers, there 
was a little bit of a controversy as to the contracting of those. And I 
do hope that they have straightened that particular thing out. Be- 

- cause actual benefits.were derived by the contractor by knowing that 
those additions were going to come in, such as classrooms and garages 
and different elements. 

Captain Corrapt. I am not familiar with the circumstances that you 
are referring to. But perhaps in partial answer to your question I can 
state that this building and the other training centers for which we are 
requesting authorization are to be built individually for the site select- 
ed, and they are not to be a prefabricated building such as the ones 
you refer to, which could be centrally procured by a single contractor. 

Mr. Wameter. Good. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much, Captain. 

Mr. Wampler, have you finished ? 
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Mr. Wamp er. I finished. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next project. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. The next item, line 16, page 61: 

Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Johnson City, Tenn. : Train- 
ing facilities and land acquisition, $330,000. 

(The justification is as follows :) 


The present training center, leased for an annual rental of $3,000, consists of 
a former garage located near the downtown area of Johnson City, Tenn. This 
facility contains approximately 40 percent of the 17,725 square feet of space 
authorized and required for the training of this unit. Due to lack of space this 
unit has only two very small classrooms, no rifle range, and no vehicle main- 
tenance shop. In addition, an extreme shortage of administrative and storage 
space exists. This shortage of space seriously hampers the training of these 
Marine reservists. The need for additional facilities is becoming more acute as 
the unit progresses. In addition, the adjacent buildings are constructed in such 
close proximity to this training center that no space exists between buildings. 
As a result, no windows exist in the sides of this training center. The only two 
classrooms are without ventilation. 

The only outdoor space available to this unit is the width of the sidewalk 
in front of this facility. As a result no outdoor space is available for the 
drilling of this unit, for the practice of combat formations, or for the emplace- 
ment of weapons under simulated combat conditions. 

The proposed replacement training center is to be constructed on 30.01 acres of 
land declared excess by the Veterans’ Administration. 

Continued occupancy of this facility will result in the continued operation of 
a facility which does not permit instituting a realistic and progressive training 
program, thereby preventng this unit from achieving the proficiency required 
for well-trained reservists. 


Mr. Rivers. Any question on that? 

Mr. Bray. Are all of these others, these other Marine facilities, all 
similar to the ones before? They will be operated and contracted in 
the same manner ? 

Major Herneman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I think we might just save some time. 

— Rivers. I think so, too. Mr. Slatinshek, have you looked at all 
these ¢ 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is there any particular item that should be called to 
our attention ? 

Mr. StatinsHEK. No, sir; I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, we will approve Marine Corps 
Reserve Training Center, Johnson City, Tenn.; Naval and Marine 
Corps Reserve Training Center, St. Louis, Mo.; Marine Corps Re- 
serve.Training Center, San Rafael, Calif. 

(The items referred to are as follows :) 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, St. Louis, Mo.: Training 
facilities, $370,000. 

Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, San Rafael, Calif.: Training facili- 
ties, $490,000. 

(The justifications are as follows :) 


St. Louis, Mo., Replacement facility, $370,000.—The present facility, jointly 
occupied by the Marine Corps Reserve, and Naval Reserve, is located in the path 
of a flood control dike planned for construction by the Army Corps of Engineers. 
The construction schedule for this dike reveals that work in the area of this 
training center will commence in June 1961. The position of this dike will be 
such as to require the construction of a replacement training center. 
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If this project is not approved, the Marine Corps Reserve and Naval Reserve 
in St. Louis will be without a training facility. 

The proposed replacement training center is to be constructed at the Naval 
Air Station, St. Louis (deactivated). 

San Raphael, Calif., Replacement training center, $490,000.—The present facil- 
ity consisting of quonset huts is leased from the Marin Junior College for $1 per 
year. This lease expires on June 30, 1975. 

This training center lacks over 60 percent of 19,918 square feet authorized 
and required for the training of this unit. This shortage of space has resulted 
in very limited classroom facilities, no rifle range, no garage or vehicle mainte- 
nance shop, and an extreme shortage of administrative and storage space. In 
addition, during heavy rains this facility has been flooded with over 12 inches 
of water. This shortage of space prevents this unit from carrying out an 
aggressive training program. 

Failure to approve this project will result in the continued occupancy of a 
facility that does not provide for the type training required for the reservists to 
attain the proficiency that will be required upon mobilization. 

The proposed training center will be constructed on 5 acres of land leased from 
Marin County for $1 per year for 50 years. This facility will provide both the 
indoor and outdoor spaces required for the training of Marine reservists. 


Mr. Bray. And Tampa. 
ant Rivers. And Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Tampa, 
a. 
(Marine Corps Reserve Training Center, Tampa, Fla.: Training 
facilities, $391,000.) 
(The justification is as follows :) 


The present training center is leased from the Port Authority of the city of 
Tampa, Fia., for $197.50. This rental amount is intended to reimburse the 
port authority for the amount expended for insurance. 

The buildings comprising this training center are of temporary type construc- 
tion erected in 1941 for the Army Air Corps. Due to the tropical climate of 
Tampa these buildings are infested by dry rot, termites, and other deteriorating 
elements. The buildings are continually being repaired at an annual cost of 
approximately $8,000 per year. 

The training center is bounded by the airport directly to its front and an 
industrial area on the other three sides. The international airport and the 
surrounding industrial area has expanded to such an extent that no land area 
exists for the training of the Marine reservists. In addition, this expansion 
has severed this unit’s access road to the water. This lack of a water and land 
training area severely restricts the training of these Marine reservists in their 
primary mission. 

The officials of the port authority have approached the Marine Corps regarding 
release of the buildings currently occupied by the Marine Corps Reserve to 
permit expansion of the industrial area which is being blocked by the Marine 
Corps Reserve training center. 

The port authority has denied the Marine Corps ’request to move vehicles 
across the approach areas to the airport to provide them with access to the 
water. 

The continued utilization of the present training center will result in impeding 
the efforts of this unit to achieve the proficiency required to assume the duties 
for which they are to be trained in the event of mobilization. In addition, 
increasing expenditures of funds are required for the maintenance of a facility 
which is beyond economical maintenance. 

The desire to assist the Marine Corps in its mission of training reservists caused 
the State of Florida to lease a site to the Marine Corps containing 37.01 acres 
of land for $1 a year for 50 years. This site will provide an excellent land 
driving area as well as the required approach to a water driver training area. 


Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Does that take care of all of yours, Admiral ? 
Admiral Taytor. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you. 
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Mr. StiatinsHeK. Mr. Chairman, just a matter of record, could the 
Admiral quickly run over section 502(a), having to do with the rescis- 
sions and all? 

Mr. Rivers. Where is that? 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. Page 65. 

Mr. Rivers. Page what? 

Mr. SiatTinsHEK. 65. The changes in Public Law 685. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

What about your rescission, Admiral ? 

Admiral Taytor. The recissions are instant to the inactivation of the 
air stations that I referred to in my general statement at the begin- 
ning. 

Mr, Rivers. And—one of them is Denver, and the other is Niagara 
Falls 

Admiral Taytor. Denver and Niagara Falls; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that all, Mr. Slatinshek ? 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. Yes, sir; that is all. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, do we have time to take up the Air Force now? 

Mr. StatinsueK. The Air Force witnesses are here, Mr. Chair- 
man, 

Mr. Rivers. What about running until about 4 o’clock? 

Mr. Morris. Four o’clock will be all right. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s see how the time runs. 

Have we finished with the Army Reserve? 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Yes, sir; with the reservation that you made of 
record, that Mr. Bray had a few questions that he wanted to ask. 

Mr. Rivers. I had one here that I had, too. 

Mr. Bray. My questions, I believe, were answered later when I was 
we some projects that were ahead of those projects that were 
in there. 

But I think they were granted last year. So I think that takes 
care of it. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. So your inquiry was satisfied ? 

Mr. Bray. I think so. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Mr. Chairman, the first witness for the Air Force 
is General Vidal. General Vidal has a prepared statement. 

General Viwat. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. General, it might be in the interest of time—— 

General Vinat. I think I could run through my statement, Mr. 
Chairman, in about 10 minutes. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

General Vipat. We can probably save some questions. 

Mr. Rivers. Fine. 

Mr. Bray. We just got 15 minutes—— 

Mr. Rivers. However he wants to do it, you better let him do it. 

Mr. Bray. OK. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s get all these things behind us. 

Mr. Bray. Then we won’t go over the line items until the next meet- 
ing; is that the idea ? 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

General Vipau. We only have a few line items. 

Mr. Bray. Air Force Reserve? 
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Colonel Wirson. We have eight line items. 

Mr. Bray. The point I was raising: We are going to adjourn at 4. 
It is now 15 minutes to 4. And your statement is 10 minutes long. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, we will start anyway and then get the prepared 
statement behind us. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, what he is saying is: There are just a 
few lines to go over. I don’t know whether we will have time or not. 

But you will notice on page 62, the Air Force Reserve just runs 
down to line 22 on that same page. That is what he had reference io. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go ahead, General. I think we can finish it. 

General Vipau. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I welcome this op- 
portunity to appear before you in my capacity as Deputy for Air 
Force Reserve Affairs to discuss the Air Force Reserve military con- 
struction authorization program for fiscal year 1960 and further to 
discuss what has been accomplished as a result of your past support. 

Air Force Reserve policies and objectives have been tailored to make 
the Reserve more capable of effectively augmenting the Active Estab- 
lishment during a national emergency. 

This augmentation force consists of 15 troop carrier wings, 5 air 
rescue squadrons, and 40 support-type organizations which meet the 
specific mobilization requirements of the Active Force for communica- 
tions, air evacuation, air resupply, and hospital units. 


CuHarT 1 
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Unit training for these units is conducted at 57 locations. The 45 
squadrons of the 15 troop carrier wings, are located at 35 of the 57 
locations. These 35 troop carrier locations also provide facilities sup- 
port for 4 air rescue squadrons and 18 support units. The remaining 
92, locations accommodate the balance of 23 units. 


CHART 2 


INSTALLATIONS REQUIRED 
UNIT PROGRAM 








Fe Geb wn « cw nnn — 
AIR RESCUE S$Qs-_---- 1* 
AERIAL PORT SQs---- 2** 
AACS SQs 

HOSPITAL UNITS 


LEGEND: 
* 4 SQs LOC AT TC LOCATIONS 
¥¥ 4 SQs LOC AT TC LOCATIONS 
xxx 3 SQs LOC AT TC LOCATIONS 
x¥xx 11 UNITS LOC AT TC LOCATIONS 


You will notice from the chart our flying units are located in 26 of 
the 49 States and our population of reservists operating at these lo- 
cations will be approximately 28,000 in this July. 

In accordance with the policy of the Department of Defense to lo- 
cate Reserve activities at regular Air Force, Army, and Navy instal- 


: lations, or other Government-owned facilities within the limits of Re- 


serve manning potential capability, our 35 flying locations of the 


a carrier unit program are situated on 19 Regular Air Force and 
3 Na 


vy installations plus joint utilization, with the Air National 
Guard, at 8 of 13 civil airports utilized. 
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CHART 3 


JOINT UTILIZATION 
UNIT PROGRAM 








35 TC SQs JOINTLY UTILIZING 


19 AF BASES 
3 NAVY STATIONS 
8 CIVIL ARPTS W/ANG 


1 AIR RESCUE - 22 SPT UNITS 
NWOT LOC W/TC JOINTLY 
UTILIZING 


7 AF BASES 


15 RES. INDIVIDUAL 
TRAINING LOC. 


The remaining 5 locations are purely Air Reserve. These are Mus- 
kogee, Okla.; Youngstown, Ohio; Long Beach, Calif.; Mobile, Ala. ; 
and Miami, Fila. 

The air rescue squadron and the 22 support type units are, or will 
be, provided complete facilities support at 22 other locations. Of 
these 22 locations Y are Regular Air Force installations and 15 are Re- 
serve installations. These being our Air Reserve centers. 

Our construction requirements for the unit program are limited 
to providing operational facilities for the troop carrier mission at 35 
locations. This will give you an idea of our minimum requirements, 
which consist of the hangar, parking apron, warehouse, auto main- 
tenance shop, fire station, aviation fuel storage, a building for ad- 
ministration-classrooms, and the aircraft wash racks. 
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CHART 4 
FACILITIES REQUIRED 
7C PROGRAM 








HANGAR 
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Mr. Rivers. When are you going to put some 130’s out there? 

General Vipau. We are studying the 130. We have the 123. I 
failed to mention that. We have one wing of 123’s. 

Mr. Rivers. Because I just wondered why you wanted to kill all of 
the Reserves. You know they can’t fly those 119’s. 

General Vina. Sir, we are doing a very fine job with the 119’s. 

Mr. Rivers. You have to be pretty current to fly one of them. I 
don’t see how the Reserves fly them. 

General Vipat. We have had four major accidents in the last 2 
years with them. That is very fine. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a good record. But they are kind of a tricky 
urplane. You know it. 

General Vipat. They are a mechanic’s nightmare. 

Mr. Rivers. I know they are. We had them in Charleston and 
we sure got rid of them. 

General Vipau. We find that if they fly they are—I mean in flying 
they are very fine. The pilots like them. 

Mr. Rivers. That is kind of basic, isn’t it? [Laughter.] 

Go ahead. 

General Vina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wondered why you wanted to wreck the program. 
But I am glad to see you aren’t. 

General Vinat. Approximately $4.5 million was made available 
this fiscal year for the construction of 18 operational type items at 
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10 flying locations. Of this amount, one-half had been placed under 
contract by January 31, 1959, and the balance will be contracted for 
prior to the end of the fiscal year. You see here that we authorized 
last fiscal year $5.04 million, and cleared from the appropriation 
for expenditure $4.550 million. The difference between the $5 million 
and the $4.5 million was the elimination of the apron at Bakalar, 
Ind.—B-a-k-a-l-a-r, Air Force Base, Ind. 


CHART 5 


FY 59 PROGRAM 





AUTH PROP 
PL 685 FUND 


$5054¢M $ 2000 M 


<A 


APPROP 
CLEAR 
PL 852 


$4550 


Now that sum—the lower sum together with the carryover of $4 
million from the previous fiscal year, rounded out at approximately 
$8 million. That is what we are underway with. 

Mr. Rivers. Every one of them are TAC units? 

General Vinau. Pardon? 

Mr. Rivers. Every one of them are tactical units? 

General Vipat. The 15 troop carrier units are all tactical; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Vina. The five air rescue squadrons: Of course, you un- 
derstand that is a rescue squadron operation. 

Mr. Rivers. That is MATS, isn’t it ? 

General Vipat. MATS would be the command that would take 
them over in event of war. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Vipat. We operate only with the amphibian now at these 
locations. We hope to have helicopters. 

Mr. Rivers. Go right ahead, General. 

General Vipav. We have spent approximately $73.5 million for the 
construction of facilities for our flying units through January 31, 
1959. The facilities provided through the expenditure of these funds 
have contributed immeasurably to the high state of readiness which 
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exists in our troop carrier units today. Of the 35 flying bases sup- 
porting our flying program, 34 are now in operation and have been 
provided facilities phased over the past years to meet the new equip- 
ment assigned and the growth in manning. Censtruction is now 
underway at the remaining location, which is Mobile, Ala., and this 
is scheduled for completion to meet the squadron activation date of 
April 1959. 

In addition to the unit program, I have just mentioned, we also 
have a requirement to train an additional augmentation force of 
180,000 reservists in the individual training program. 

We conduct our individual training in five different ways. 

First is on-the-job training or job proficiency training, as we call it. 
Second, through special tours of duty; third, by school training, at our 
Air Force schools; fourth, through correspondence courses; and fifth, 
inthe Air Reserve center training program. 

The bulk of individual training is conducted on a squadron, or flight 
level, at approximately 1,100 locations throughout the country. This 
training is supervised by 82 Air Reserve centers. And I have that on 
this map over here, the 82 Air Reserve centers covering almost all of 
the country, but not quite. 

These Air Reserve centers are under 16 training wings and belong to 
the 3 Air Forces we have listed there—4th, 10th and 14th. 

But we couldn’t portray the idea of 1,100 locations, but actually we 
are in every State with either a flight or a squadron or more. 

Mr. Rivers. Now these that you are talking about now 

General Vipa. This is individual training. This is our school- 
house program. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Vina. In other words, ground training. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Vipau. We have two types of training. One is a unit for 
flying, and the second is the individual—training the individual—— 

Mr. Rivers. In housekeeping ? 

General Vinau. That is right. If he is in the Ready Reserve, he 
has a mobilization assignment with an Air Force command and he 
spends two weeks active duty at the location where he will report in 
event of mobilization. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Vipau. Because of the geographical hurdle to cover, all of 
our reservists couldn't get to an Air Force base for training, so we 
conduct their training. It is during the week, and at these various 
Air Reserve centers and squadrons and flights. The red dots are the 
centers there. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes. 

General Vinau. We have located on there our 15 flying wings. I 
think you have those. It is pretty hard to pick out. But they nor- 
mally follow the lines of the concentrated population. We have wings 
on the west coast and through Texas and Florida and up in the north- 
east, New York, Michigan, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and 
Indiana. We don’t have the coverage that the Air National Guard 
has. As I mentioned, we are only in 26 States with our flying units. 

I think that will be all, unless there are questions. 
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We have obligated approximately $1.5 million in the construction 
of six Air Reserve centers for the individual training program. This 
is schoolhouse-type training. 

This construction was authorized in fiscal year 1958 and prior 
years. The remaining 76 centers are utilizing Government-owned 
and/or operated facilities. Where this is not feasible, commercially 
leased facilities have been acquired. Construction of future Air Re- 
serve centers will be programed only when it is determined that such 
construction meets the best interest of the Government. 

Currently, as we have here, we have 2 types of Air Reserve 
centers: The large type of accommodate 400 to 600 reservists. And 
the smaller from 200 to 400 reservists. As I mentioned to date, we 
have constructed six of these, with three large. The large are at 
West Los Angeles, Albany, N.Y., and Fort Worth, Tex. We have 
the three small ones located at Charlotte, N.C., one at Shreveport, 
La., and one under construction at Wilkes-Barre, Pa. That will be 
completed in June. 

CHART 6 


FACILITIES REQUIRED 
INDIVIDUAL _TRNG PROGRAM 
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POLICY: TO CONSTRUCT ONLY 
WHEN IN BEST INTEREST OF GOVT. 


JOINT USE: 


RESERVE CENTERS - - - -38 of &2 
GP S0s & FLTS 344 of 990 


As I mentioned, our policy is to construct only when in the best 
interests of the Government. 

Now we have joint use of 38 of our 82 centers, and this is joint use 
with either the Army or the Navy. 

And for our lower level, group squadrons and flights, we have 
joint use at 344 of our 990 locations. 

The separate squadrons or flights training at the locations I re- 
ferred to earlier, are also utilizing Government-owned facilities where 
possible. When this is not feasible, facilities must be leased. The 
separate training squadrons only have approximately 100 reservists 
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assigned—and very few of them meet that standard—therefore, con- 
struction of permanent-type facilities for these locations is not con- 
sidered economical. 

The Air Reserve authorization figure for fiscal year 1960 is $4 
million. Funding of this amount during the next fiscal year will 
provide 12 operational line items at 7 flying locations. In addition, 
for the first time, a 50-man dormitory for reservists will be provided 
at 3 locations. Future construction requirements for our Reserve 
flying units is estimated to be $26 million after 1960. We are asking 
for $4 million this year. 


CHART 7 


FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 





AMOUNT 








TOTAL $ 300M 


DEFICIENCIES 


HANGARS 
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WAREHOUSE 
WASH RACKS 


This sum will provide such items as hangars, supply buildings, 
auto shops, and aircraft parking apron required to complete the 
minimum operational facilities at all of our flying locations. 

There could be—I covered that. In summary 

Mr. Wrinsteap. May I ask a question ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, go ahead. 

Mr. Winsteap. You are requesting 4 million this year ? 

General Vinat. That is right. 

Mr. Winsteap. And for 1961, 1962, and 1963 

General Vipat. In 1963 we have a requirement for more, up to 
$26 million, to fill out this program. 

Mr. Winstrap. Why are you making this request this year so much 
lower? It will be approximately $8 million better in the next three. 
Why is it lower this year? 
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General Vinat. Our Reserve requirements are considered along 
with the Active Force requirements and this year was a bad year for 
our Air Force, in that we saw the burden of our strategic require- 
ments much more so than before. As a result—— 

Mr. Rivers. You just figured some of these days the lightning is 
going to strike you. 

General Vipau. Well 

Mr. Rivers. You can’t live in austerity forever. 

Mr. Winsteap. The thought that is running through my mind: 
Every year the cost of construction goes up and up. Now you have 
a program here calling for $32 million within the next 4 years. This 
is in the next three. Yet out of $30 million, you only requested $4 
million this year. My thinking is: Our past experience has been 
every year—tfrom year to year the cost of construction goes up and 
up and up. I just couldn’t quite understand why it would be $4 mil- 
lion this year and more than $8 million for the next 3 years. 

General Vinat. No, sir. Mr. Winstead, this first $4 million would 
round out pretty much our minimum requirements for our flying 
units. It would put us in shape where we could operate. Every- 
thing from then on would be increasing the facilities that we have— 
in other words, building them up to a more desirable point. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Can you tell us how much the increase has been 
on construction from what it was a year ago? 

General Vinau. You estimate 15 percent ? 

Colonel Witson. Yes, sir. It has been estimated to increase about 
15 percent per year. 

Mr. Wrnsreap. I was thinking a year ago someone testified that 
the construction cost had run up about 18 percent—maybe 2 years 
or a year and a half or something. That is what brought about iny 
question. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, instead of being critical in not asking for 
more money, I feel somewhat happy about it. I have been faced here 
in the last few days by the amounts of money asked. I want to praise 

ou. 
" Mr. Rivers. He didn’t say he didn’t ask for it. 

Mr. Winsteap. May I make this statement. 

I just didn’t quite see where we would need less than half this year 
as we would in the next 3 years, on the same statement there. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, the way they have been blowing up everything 
for this missile craze, I am surprised you even got anything. 

General Vipau. We feel we were quite fortunate this year. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Vipau. Because the original request I understand from the 
field in the Air Force was three times as much as the Air Force 
budget. 

Mr. Rivers. Everybody has gone missile crazy. 

Mr. Bray. Even the chairman thought they were going to assess 
them this year for money. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right, half of my pay. 

What part of the South do you come from, General ? 

General Via. I am from South Dakota originally, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, that is pretty good. 

Mr. Wampter. Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Wampter. General, I wanted to ask you: The Air Force, that 
is the regular funds for the Air Force, the appropriations. 

General Vipau. Yes. 

Mr. Wampter. Has there ever been an attempt to short change the 
the Reserve program, to add to the Air Force? 

General Vipau. Yes. About 3 or 4 years ago that was done, the 
last time. 

Mr. Wampter. Has that happened in the last fiscal year ? 

General Vipav. It hasn’t happened in the last 2 fiscal years, I am 
certain of. 

Mr. Wampter. How much did they short you during that time? 

General Vinau. That one time it was a matter of approximately 
$5 million, wasn’t it? Something in the neighborhood of about $5 
million. 

Colonel Wison. 5 million. 

General Vina. I was going to point out some of the variances here 
injustamoment. That will be one of them. 

Mr, Wampter. I just wanted to bring that to the attention of the 
chairman here, at this time, that occasionally on these Reserve pro- 
grams—it happened in the Navy. Here it happened a couple of years 
ago with the Reserve here in the Air Force. Whenever the Regular 
forces get pinched a little bit in certain departments, to put on a 
missile program, they will shortchange the Reserves in their budget. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I was talking about. 

Mr. Wamp ter. It certainly makes a difference. 

Mr. Rivers. That is exactly what I was talking about. The Reserves 
have to pay all the time. 

General Vipau. We feel our treatment wasn’t too bad this year, in 
view of the big load. We dropped down in proportion along with the 
Air Force to about one-third of what we would like to have had. 

Mr. Winsreap. The Air Force is the only branch that has been con- 
sistent since 1955, when we had the Reserves backed up and they had 
to have so many Reserves. Somebody from the Air Force, because I 
ealled his hand, said, “The smaller the Reserve force, the smaller the 
Regular force.” And everybody else was arguing just the opposite. 
The Air Force has been consistent. 

Mr. Rivers. The other day I told the Navy they had a very fine 
Reserve over the years. I thought they had about as good a Reserve or 
better than the rest of the services. So somebody in the Air Force says 
“There goes Mr. Rivers. He was against the Air Force all the time. 
We knew his first love was the Navy.” 

Iam glad to see you all improving. So far as I am concerned, what 
you have is pretty good. 

General Vipau. We think so, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Vipat. We are pleased with it. 

Mr. Rivers. When are you going to get one at Charleston? 

General Vinau. I don’t know. 

Mr. Bray. General, you might tell him there is not room enough in 
Charleston to goin any more. [Laughter.] 

General Vina. We have a very fine unit at Donaldson, you know. 
We have a troop carrier squadron there. 
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Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Vipau. Located at the Air Force base. That is our only 
flying unit in South Carolina. , 

Mr. Rivers. You will have the whole airport before long. 
General Vmwwat. I am afraid that is what I understand might 
happen. 

n summary, the Air Force Reserve has an overall requirement of 
$107,380,000 for construction purposes of which approximately $77,. 
300,000 will have been provided by the Congress through June 30, 
1959. 

On this chart I would like to point out the difference between $77 
million and $122 million. I would like to explain that. 


CHART 8 


FUNDING 
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 








AUTH  \FUNDS 
PERIOD  |\PROGRAM | OBLI. 








FY 58 ¢ PRIOR| #117200M\869300M 
FY 59 5054M\ &000M* 


TOTAL \* 122,254 M\* 77300 M 














* IVC & 4M CARRY OVER FY 58 


The $122 million was authorized. The $77 million was obligated. 

We have a difference of 45 million. Five million of that was for 
Air Reserve center buildings—the schoolhouse type building, which 
our Air Force policy withheld. It is still authorized but the moneys 
haven’t been obligated. Then another $35 million was taken out of 
our program when we reduced from 24 to 15 wings. 

Then several million dollars were saved in lower contract. prices 
than were originally estimated. 

Then an amount of several million dollars, as the Congressman on 
my left mentioned, was transferred to the active duty force. That 
would explain the $45 million variance there. 

In conclusion, gentlemen, I wish to express my personal satisfaction 
with the progress being made in the Reserve construction program. 
The Department of the Air: Force believes that with the assistance 





1613 


that Congress and the Department of Defense is giving us, our Air 
Force Reserve will be able to carry out their assigned D-day mission 
in the same outstanding manner as they always have in the past 
during times of national need. : f 

Now, this concludes my statement. And now my supporting wit- 
ness, Colonel Wilson, and I, are ready to go ahead with any further 
information you mu.ght desire. 

Mr. Rivers. We won’t go into the National Guard today. So we 
won’t hear General Wilson, will we? 

Mr. SuatiInsHEK. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. We won’t have the time. 

Mr. SiatrnsHeK. We could begin a line item—we have only a very 
few items for the Air Force Reserve. I might suggest that we might 
proceed and take care of those items now. 

Mr. Rivers. Bakalar Air Force Base, Columbus, Ind.: Supply 
facilities and operational facilities, $364,000. 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Could you give us a very short—— 

General Viwau. Go ahead, John. 

Colonel Witson. The taxiway lighting at Bakalar will be for a 
7,330 feet space. At the present time there is no taxiway lighting 
at all at this base. Obviously it is quite a hazard to both personnel and 
aircraft during these training periods at night. 

This lighting will make the taxiway lighting for the ranway apron 
and taxiway complete at this base. 

Now, the warehouse at Bakalar: At the present time there are no 
warehouse facilities at all on this base, and there are nine buildings 
at Camp Atterbury, some 14 miles away, which we are required to 
go to and from to get supplies. 

Of course, that is quite expensive, to drive back and forth. You 
waste an awful lot of time. These warehouse facilities will make 
the operation there complete and self-sufficient within our base area. 

Mr. Rivers. It will make a better rounded unit. 

Without objection. 

Davis Field, Muskogee, Okla.: Troop housing and utilities, $823,000. 

General Vipat. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the locations at which 
we will have our first dormitories built. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Tex.: Operational facilities, 
$823,000. 

General Vipat. Would you take that up? 

Colonel Wixson. The apron at Ellington at the present time was 
built in 1941, to support 48,000-pound fighter-type aircraft. 

Since then we have the troop carrier unit there, which requires 
74,000-pound load. And the apron is cracked and deteriorating very 
rapidly. This strengthening will provide a 3-inch overlay of 100,000 
square yards to support the aircraft we are now using there. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what the money is for? 

Colonel Wixson. Pardon ? 

Mr. Rivers. That is what the entire $800,000 is for ? 

Colonel Witson. Yes, sir. 

General Vina. At this location, Mr. Chairman, we have the Air 
National Guard, the Air Force Reserve, and the Navy Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. Joint use? 

34066—59—No. 17——44 
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General Vina. This is joint use. 
ie, Haxvens: Will they use some of the same aprons you are talking 
about 

Colonel Witson. We will use part of it, yes, sir. 

General Vipau. They will use part of it. 

Mr. Rivers. I thought you said this was for the apron. This is 
for the runways. 

Colonel Wixson. No, sir. This is the apron, strengthening the 
apron where we park the aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. Just $800,000 for the apron ? 

Colonel Wixson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It must be a pretty good sized apron. 

Colonel Wizson. It is 100,000 square yards. 

That area seems large. In the summer we have summer training 
there, when the whole wing assembles as a wing and trains as a unit. 
Of course, there are 16 C-119’s in a squadron. That is why there is 
such a large area required. 

General Vina. ‘That would be to park roughtly 50 C-119-type 
aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

General Mitchell Field, Milwaukee, Wis.: Troop housing, $43,000. 

General Viwat. This, Mr. Chairman, would be another dormitory 
location for the reservists. 

Mr. Rivers. I understand. Without objection. 

O’Hare International Airport, Chicago, Ill.: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities, $1,890,000. 

Mr. Rivers. What is that? 

General Vina. It is for your hangar. 

Colonel Witson. At O'Hare, we had a unit and we were jointly 
using an old world fair building with the Air National Guard. Now, 
this building is scheduled to be demolished. It is just about holding 
together now. 

he hangar will provide maintenance for the aircraft and adminis- 
trative space in the lean-to’s. The apron adjoining the hangar has to 
be rehabilitated. ; 

Now, we have a fire station there, too. There is none existing right 
now. That will be jointly used with the Air National Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oreg.: Operational fa- 
cilities, $588,000. 

General Vipau, This is at Portland International Airport. 

Here youare. Apron. 

Colonel Witson. The Portland apron is required. At the present 
time we have part of our aircraft and the rest are scheduled to be 
delivered to that unit for training purposes when this apron is com- 

leted. 
. This requirement here will make the total apron available com- 
mensurate with our requirement for a complete squadron of 16 C—119- 
type aircraft. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions from any members of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Mo.: Supply facili- 
ties, $105,000. 
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General Vina. That isa warehouse. _ 

Mr. Rivers. Supply facilities. What is that, a warehouse? 

Colonel Witson. Yes, sir; that is a warehouse. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t have a warehouse now ? 

Colonel Witson. We have part of warehouse space there, now, sir. 
We have been building these warehouse areas in increments; as the 
unit is built up in strength in aircraft. 

And as we have the additional aircraft schedule in and the per- 
sonnel built up, then we built another increment, so during the cur- 
rent year: 

Mr. Rivers. This is the increment? , 

Colonel Witson. Yes, sir. We had 20,000 square feet. This is 
another increment, or a “bin,” as we call it. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Willow Grove Naval Air Station, Philadelphia, Pa.: Maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and troop housing, $188,000. 

Mr. Rivers. What is that? A warehouse? 

General Vipau. A warehouse, a dormitory, and an aircraft wash 
rack, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions from any members of the committee ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. StatinsHeKk. That completes the Air Force Reserve items. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, we approve that. Thank you, Gen- 
eral. You made a good statement. 

General Vipau. ‘Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Next year we hope you get another program. If you 

t down our way, we will be glad to have you look into it. 

General Vina. Thank you very much. 

Colonel Wixison. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. When are we going to meet again? 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Well, sir, that, again, is subject to the meeting 
of the full committee. I understand they meet at 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Vinson won't be there. 

Paul Kilday will be chairman. 

Mr. StatinsHex. In the event the full committee does not meet 
tomorrow afternoon, shall we meet ? 

Mr. Rivers. They are going to meet. 

Mr. SiatinsHEeK. Tomorrow afternoon. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, I don’t know. You better see about that. 

Mr. SuatrnsHeK. We have the Air National Guard next. That will 
complete generally the picture, except for the few questions we have 
of the Army people, the Army Reserve. 

Mr. Rivers. That will be all. I don’t know when we can get to you, 
General. : 

General Wirson. You just name it. 

Mr. Rivers. Just as soon as we can see the light we will call you. 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We will finish with the Air Force before we call the 
Army people back. 

Mr. SuaTInsueK. Yes, sir; I think that is desirable. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the best way to do that. Just as soon as Mr. 
Vinson gives us the light, we sure will call you. 

How many do you have, General Wilson ? 





1616 


General Wuson. I have, I think, around 30 line items. 
Mr. Rivers. Thirty line items. 

Mr. SiaTiInsHEK. We will go pretty fast. 

Mr. Rivers. (Aside.) 

The meeting is adjourned, subject to call of the Chair. 
(Whereupon, at 4:15 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Suscommirreee No. 3 oF THE 
Commirrer oN ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, D.C., March 11, 1959. 

The subcommittee met at 1 p.m., Hon. L. Mendel Rivers, chairman 
of the subcommittee, presiding. 

Mr. Rivers. General Wilson, we will be pleased to hear you now, for 
the Air National Guard. 

Give the reporter your name and title, please, sir. 

General Witson. Maj. Gen. Winston P. Wilson, Chief, Air Force 
Division, National Guard Bureau. 

Mr. Chairman, if it is desired, I can submit my formal statement for 
the record. I can highlight one or two items, if you don’t mind. 

Mr. Rivers. However, you want to do it. We know the area of ac- 
tivity pretty well. If you don’t mind, give us the highlights and 
show us as it pertains to the Regular Guard, the Air National Guard, 
and any other highlight you want. to hit, and then you can put the 
rest of it in the record. 

General Witson. All right, sir. 

(The statement is as follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen: I appreciate this opportunity to appear before 
you to discuss what the Air National Guard has accomplished under past con- 
struction authorities and to explain something about our future programs and 
future requirements for construction. In this presentation, I have included the 
status of our present facilities on both flying bases and nonflying bases. 

The Air National Guard construction program has been phased over a period 
of years on programs established for it by Headquarters, U.S. Air Force. The 
ground rules under which it has been prepared are based on the needs of ihe 
units on the premise that construction should be phased with the delivery of 
aircraft and the growth of units. That is, the facilities should be available when 
the aircraft are delivered, but it isn’t necessary to spend the money until it is 
known that equipment is available. The same is true as to growth in personnel 
strength. That is, additional training facilities are not provided until the growth 
of the unit in strength justifies it. 

Basically the needs of the Air National Guard are met by using either or a 
combination of the following: 

First, available Air Force or other military facilities. 

Second, available federally owned facilities other than military. 

Third, State and municipal facilities. 

Fourth, by lease or rental of privately owned spaces. 

Now, requirements which cannot be satisfied through these means are pro- 
vided for through new construction as authorized by congressional action. 


CHART 1. REAL ESTATE ACQUISITION 


All construction or expansion of existing facilities are accomplished only when 
land is furnished by Federal license, Federal lease, or by States and other muni- 
cipalities on a long-term lease for nominal consideration. 
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CHART 2. OPERATIONAL FACILITY REQUIREMENTS 


The facilities listed on this chart are the minimum essential operational facili- 
ties requirements at each of our flying bases. In addition to the flying bases, we 
require nonflying facilities for certain type of units where specialized buildings 
are required to accomplish unit training. 


CHART 3. PRESENT FACILITIES 


Flying bases: Our requirement under the present Air Force program is for 
94 bases with minimum facilities. As you can see from this chart, these 94 
pases are located on municipal fields, State fields, Air Force bases, two private 
flying fields, and Navy bases. Thirty-eight of the 94 bases are in joint use with 
Navy, Air Force Reserve units, and other Federal agencies. Our construction 
plans for fiscal year 1960 under present programs, mission, and aircraft assign- 
ment do not contemplate construction of any new bases except Bethel, Minn. 

Nonflying bases: Under the present program, we have a requirement for 41 
nonflying bases to house our aircraft control and warning radio relay units, and 
other nonflying support units. 


CHART 4. AIR NATIONAL GUARD PROGRESS 


In this chart, we have combined the construction funds apportioned during 
fiscal year 1947 through fiscal year 1951, which was construction accomplished 
prior to the enactment of Public Law 783. Since enactment of Public Law 783, 
each year’s apportionment and obligation are shown, indicating a very satisfac- 
tory construction program, which has met the Air Guard’s long-range construc- 
tion program. : 

During the period fiscal year 1947 through fiscal year 1959, a total of $215.1 
million has been apportioned to the Air National Guard for construction against 
which a total of $209.6 million has been obligated. The difference between funds 
apportioned and obligated is a result of savings due to the actual obligations 
being less than the estimated cost of construction. 

Mr. Chairman, referring again to the $209.6 million of construction already 
accomplished or underway, we feel that the taxpayer has gotten full value of 
his money. We have well-planned, adequate, and efficient facilities which fit 
the equipment and mission assigned to us. This construction has been phased 
to conform to radical and necessary changes, to both mission and equipment. 
You are acquainted, I am sure, with the necessary conversions to new aircraft 
and to the extensive changes in our program structure within the last year. 
All of these things result in changing construction requirements and I have no 
reason to doubt that similar changes in requirements will not continue in the 
future. 

CHART 5. FUTURE REQUIREMENTS 


Based on the present program for the period fiscal year 1960 through fiscal 
year 1963, as now established by Headquarters, U.S. Air Force, we 
will have a requirement for construction amounting to approximately $66.9 
million to meet the deficiencies. These deficiencies are for runway extensions 
and apron expansions for later model high-performance aircraft, installation 
of aircraft arresting barriers, replacement of facilities for World War II 
temporary construction and maintenance facilities such as hangars and jet 
engine maintenance shops which only became a requirement when we received 
advanced model jet aircraft. 

For example, in fiscal year 1958 and fiscal year 1959, there were 72 conver- 
sions to new aircraft. For example, F-84, F-86 D/L and F-100 aircraft 
required longer runways and taxiways; F-86 D/L and F-89 aircraft require 
larger parking areas; and the latter also require hangars and expanded main- 
tenance facilities. We are 100 percent jet equipped in our tactical combat 
aircraft including the F-100s of supersonic capability. 


CHART 6. SUMMARY 


This chart gives a summary of construction for the Air Guard. Our esti- 
mated total cost through fiscal year 1963 will be approximately $276 million 
to convert a World War II temporary base structure to a modernized plant of 
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operating Century series jet. Our program, with new requirements previously 
mentioned, is approximately 75 percent complete this year with the balance of 
construction contemplated between now and fiscal year 1963, is as shown on 
the chart. 

For fiscal year 1960, the Air National Guard is requesting a military con- 
struction authorization program in the amount of $15.536 million to meet this 
year’s portion of the long-range construction program. In addition, the Air 
National Guard is seeking two amendments to Public Law 85-685 to cover in- 
creased estimated costs to two items authorized for fiscal year 1959 but which 
are now to be accomplished during fiscal year 1960. These items include an 
increase of $290,000 to the original estimate of the hangar at Barnes Field, 
Mass., and a total of $180,000 increase in cost to six jet arrestor barriers, 
These new costs are attributed to the development of more detailed estimates 
by our construction agencies. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe detailed information has been submitted to your 
staff as to existing facilities at our bases, the types of aircraft with which our 
units will be equipped, and other factors affecting our fiscal year 1960 program. 
If, gentlemen, you have questions on this or any other matter, I am at your 
service. Thank you. 


AtrR NATIONAL GUARD FacILITIES ANALYSIS, FEBRUARY 1959 
CHART 1. REAL ESTATE ACQUISITION 


Expansion only when land furnished by Federal licenSe, Federal lease, or by 
States on long-term lease at nominal consideration. 


CHART 2. OPERATIONAL FACILITIES REQUIREMENTS 
I. Flying: 
. Runways, taxiways, parking. 
. Arrestor barriers. 
. Hangars (maintenance and operations). 
. Crash—rescue. 
. Classrooms and administrative. 
. Fuel storage. 4 
. Rocket and missile storage. 
. Flight stimulators. 
. Motor shops and parking. 
J. Supply. 
K. Navaids. 
II, Nonflying: 
A. Aircraft control and warning. 
B. Radio relay. 
C. Command construction units. 


CHART 8. PRESENT FACILITIES 
A. Flying bases: 
Tactical 
Support 
Permanent training 
Permanent training with tactical units. 











Total 





Municipal fields 














Navy bases 





Total 
B. Nonflying bases: Aircraft control and warning, radio relay, ete 


138 Joint use (Navy, Air Force, Reserves). 








‘a caecoee 
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Cuart 4.—Air National Guard progress 


(In millions] 





Fiscal year Apnortioned | Obligated 

















1 Estimated. 


Millions 


Fiscal year 1960 
Fiscal year 1961 
Fiscal year 1962___- 
Fiscal year 1963_ 

















Total 
Deficiencies : 
Runway extensions and aprons. 
Hangars. 
Maintenance facilities. 
Operations and training. 





Chart 6. Summary 
Millions 


MINT UTES ois acs esd Sort eh Sk Ses eee chad raul dd ee octet aque $200. 0 
In progress (fiscal year 1959) 9.6 
Programed (fiscal year 1960 through 1963) 66. 9 

Total cost ag Se 276. 5 


General Wirson. Mr. Chairman, I first would like to say that we 





have one of the finest construction programs in the Air Guard in its 


history. 

I think that is mainly due to the support we have gotten from this 
committee, and we certainly appreciate the support that this committee 
has given us in our construction program. 

We have tried in the guard program to phase our construction based 
on the arrival of aircraft and equipment, and on the buildup of the 
personnel strength. In other words, we felt that we shouldn’t build 
facilities and spend that money until we knew we were going to have 
the equipment and we knew we had the people to train. 

During the past years—I have a chart here: The requirements for the 
Air Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Witson. For the flying, we are interested in runways, taxi- 
ways, parking apron, arresting barriers, maintenance and operations 
facilities, crash-rescue facilities, classroom and administration, fuel 
storage, rocket and missile storage, flight stimulators, motor shops and 
parking building, supply buildings, and Navaids for our units. 

We have also some nonflying units that are: The aircraft control 
and warning, radio relay and communication construction units. 

Mr. Chairman, these facilities are unlike the Army Guard, in that the 
facilities are paid 100 percent Federal, where in many instances, in the 
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armory construction program, they are financed on a matching fund 
basis, which you are familiar with. . 

Mr. Rivers. And the theory of yours is that yours is financed by 
the wacaeel Government because it is for the most part Federal equip- 
ment ¢ 

General Witson. It is primarily for the maintenance of the Fed- 
eral equipment, in keeping the Federal equipment up to the stand- 
ards that the Air Force requires, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How about the runways? The States only supply the 
land and you do the rest ? 

General Witson. The States or the municipalities furnish the land 
and our license or leases for those properties are for a nominal fee of 
$1 a year, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Wirson. Now, the other day, in listening to the testimony 
of the Reserve, I know you were interested in resident facilities. At 
the present time we have a total of 94 flying facilities; 76 of those are 
tactical. That is, where we have a tactical fiighter squadron located 
on it. 

Ten of them are support, which is for the aeromedical, the aero- 
supply, and tactical reconnaissance and bomb damage assessment 
units. 

Mr. Rivers. That tactical reconnaissance is mostly photography ? 

General Witson. Mostly photography; yes, sir. That is, in sup- 
port of the tactical forces, in photographing forward areas or other 
requirements of the tactical forces. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t have any B-66’s for that, do you? 

General Witson. No,sir. But we have RD-57’s. 

Mr. Rivers. You do? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. We have five permanent training sites 
that are by themselves, and we have three additional training sites 
that are located where we have other units. 

Now, these permanent training sites are where we bring all of our 
people during the summer to train. 

For example, we have to get close to gunnery range. If you are 
going to be a fighter pilot, you have to be able to shoot. If you can’t 
shoot and hit something, you are not accomplishing your mission. 
So we have to place our units in training areas where air-to-air and 
air-to-ground ranges are located. 

Mr, Rivers. Let me ask you something, General. Take an X unit. 
That goes on a training mission over there—what is it, 2 weeks? 

General Wirson. Two weeks training; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What do they do? Bivouac at some airbase? 

General Witson. No, sir; they are at one of these training sites, 

Mr. Rivers. They have dormitories and all that ? 

General Witson. We have everything necessary. In other words, 
we find it is cheaper to put our facilities and equipment there than to 
Ryto transport all of it back and forth every year. 

r. Rivers. Where do the people bunk ? 

General Wixson. We have some austere barracks that are four walls 
and a roof on them, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all you have? 

i Gensel Witson. Yes, sir. They are not heated or anything like 
that. 
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Mr. Rivers. What do you have? Field kitchens to supply them? 

General Witson. We use field kitchens in some places, best we do 
have messhalls at those locations for proper training of the people. 

Mr. Rivers. You don’t bivouac rs unless you have a special 
mission ? 

General Wixson. No, sir; unless special missions require that. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

General Winson. On these fields for joint utilization, you can see 
that 71 of the fields that the Air Force is located on is municipal 
airports in conjunction with municipal flying on those fields. Two 
of them are State owned. We are on 14 Air Force bases, 2 private 
bases, and 5 Navy bases, which gives us a total of 94 locations; 38 
of them are in joint use with other military forces. 

On our nonflying bases—for the aircraft, control and warning, 
radio relay, communications, and construction units—we have 41 of 
those, and most of those are not located on an Air Force base, sir. 

I thought you might be interested also in the progress on con- 
struction in the past years, Mr. Chairman. 

For fiscal year 1947 through 1951, which was before the enactment 
of Public Law 783, which was really the first law that was enacted 
pertaining to building facilities for Reserve forces, we apportioned 
38.5 and we obligated $38 million. 

Since 1952, on down through this current fiscal year, we have been 
apportioned $215.1 million, and we have obligated $209.6 million. 

he difference between the two is that our estimates were a little 
high and we were able to get good bids. It actually cost us less than 
we had estimated, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You wouldn’t have to change any line items, like we 
have to do on so many of them ? 

General Wiison. No, sir. Before last year, sir, this was not 
submitted on a line-item basis. It was submitted as a requirement 
for construction. 

This is the second year that we have defended our construction 
program on a line-item basis. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. Go ahead, General. 

General Witson. I would like to show you what our requirements 
were for the following years, in phase with what we expect to re- 
ceive in the aircraft and equipment. 

We expect in 1960, which we are requesting authorization for 
15.5—— 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Wutson. 61, 18.3, and through 63, to complete the present 
program that the Air Force has for the Air Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Wison. It will cast approximately $66.9 million, sir. 

There are deficencies, which we know under the present program, 
and later, as more modern Hunter series jet program come into the 
program, for hangers and maintenance facilities, and operations and 
we it is getting to the point where it will exceed the cost of new 
acilities. 


We plan on replacing those. There are 11 of those in the guard 
program. We have some additional maintenance facility require- 
ments where we are getting into the F—-100 series aircraft, with after- 
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burners on the big engines. It will take some 37 feet to maintain 
the engine, where in the old F-51, when a facility was built, it took 
6. So our maintenance facilities for proper maintenance is going 
to increase. 

In fact, we have some of those in this year’s program. And for 
increased operations and training facilities as units go, sir. 

In general, sir, that gives a quick résumé of what our requirements 
are, what we have been doing, and how our program is getting along. 

I would again like to say that we think we have one of the finest pro- 
grams in the country. I don’t think that any of the States have been 
unsatisfied with the program, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I have had no complaints from my part of the world. 
Everybody seems to be happy. I have heard no complaints about it. 

Now, let’s get down to the line items. 

General Wizson. All right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And see if we can’t finish up and not take any more of 
your time, General. You have been here for 3 or 4 days. 

Mr. Slatinshek, would you please take over now ¢ 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 62. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. 62. 

Mr. Rivers. The bottom of the page. 

Mr. StatinsHex. Beginning on line 23. Air National Guard of 
the United States. 

Line 24: Alpena County Airport, Alpena, Mich.: Operational fa- 
cilities, $105,000. 

General Witson. Mr. Chairman, this is for the construction or re- 
lacement of a control tower at our permanent training site, that has 
een condemned, and at the present time we are using mobile control, 

which is not satisfactory. This will complete our facility there, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions ? 

(No response.) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next one. 

Mr. StatrnsHEK. The next item is line 1, page 63: New Orleans 
Naval Air Station, New Orleans, La.: Operational facilities and sup- 
ply facilities, $274,000. 

General Wirson. This is a joint-use airbase, with the Navy Re- 
serve and the Air Force Reserve. 

I have three items in this money. One is an apron expansion, a 
warehouse expansion, and the placing of runway barriers for the pro- 
tection of the jet aircraft, sir. 

The apron at the present time was built in the days when we had 
P-51’s or conventional aircraft, and when you get the jets, it requires 
more space to park them, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is a joint-use field ? 

General Wison. Yes, sir; this is a joint-use field. 

Mr. Rivers. And you use a common control tower. What else is 
common ? 

General Witson. Our common facilities are runways, taxiways, 
roads, fencing, fuel servicing, fire station, control tower, and in some 
instances maintenance, sir—maintenance facilities. 

Mr. Rrvers. But the aprons—You don’t use the same aprons? 
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General Witson. No, sir; we don’t use the same aprons because we 
have a certain requirement for so many square yards of apron space. 
So has the Navy and so has the Air Force Reserve, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you have your own hangars? 

General Winson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So naturally you have your own aprons? 

General Witson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions on New Orleans? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, New Orleans is approved. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Line 3: Baer Field, Fort Wayne, Ind.: Oper- 
ational facilities, $238,000. 

Mr. Witson. This is for an extension. Runway, the primary in- 
strument runway, to expand it to 8,000 feet for the use of the air- 
craft we have now. It is for protection of taking off and landing. 
We are at the bare minimum. It is to give us necessary safety and 
meet the requirements, that we have to extend that runway, sir. 

This land was furnished by the city at no cost to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions on Baer Field? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, Baer Field is approved. The next 
one, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SiatinsHEeK. The next item is the largest item in this request: 
“Bethel Air National Guard Base, Bethel, Minn.: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $4,963,000.” 

Mr. Rivers. General, now explain that. 

General Wirson. Yes, sir. Bethel Air Guard Base is a replace- 
ment facility. It is the only new base that the guard has become 
involved in in the building of a new business for the operation of 
the guard. This unit is one of the air defense units. It is flying the 
F-89H, air-to-air missile firing aircraft. 

They are presently located on Wold-Chamberlain, which due to 
the criteria established and approved by the Air Force—as soon as 
another base could be built, they should move off that field. 

The State is providing $1 million to buy the land and give the 
land in fee to the Federal Government. 

We are planning in 1960 for the site preparation, for the cut and 
the fill and the site grading and the storm drainage proposal, during 
fiscal year 1960, to the tune of approximately 4 million, 9. 

Mr. Rtvers. Well, now, this is a replacement, because of the re- 
quirements of Wold-Chamberlain ? 

General Witson. For civilian and other traffic, sir. And it is sit- 
ting right smack in the middle of town. You know, they have had 
about 9 or 10 aircraft accidents out there, when the Navy and the 
Air Force were flying jets. 

We got permission to continue the jet operation as far as the guard 
is concerned until such time as we could get located on another field, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, General, we are not going to have you come up 
here later and say you picked the wrong site for this $4 million. 

_General Wirson. I am certainly working my best to pick the best 
site, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. How far out of town are you on this one? 

General Witson. We are out of town 31 miles, sir, which gets us 
off of the airways and gets us out of the community, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You are out of any contact with the landing and 
taking-off of the other planes? , 

General Wixson. Yes, sir; that is correct. This has been coordi- 
nated. The location of this field. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

General Witson. Has been coordinated through the Air Space 
Committee of the FAA, to be sure that we are in an area which 
would not interfere with the instrument flying of the other base. 

Mr. Rivers. No takeoff, no glide, no nothing, to cause you any 
trouble or anybody else ? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. We wouldn’t build there, sir, if it 
would. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Any questions? 

Mrs: St. Grorer. No. 

Mr. Winsteap. This $4 million will not be spent there on the base 
you now have in the city ? 

General Wirson. No, sir, it will not, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanot. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

‘Mr. Van Zanpr. What direction from Minneapolis-St. Paul is this 
new field ? 

General Witson. That is north and east, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. North and east. 

Is the Navy going to move from Minneapolis airport ? 

General Wiison. It is proposed that the Navy move in there also 
and build only their requirements, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. In other words, this will become a joint field then? 

General Witson. Yes, sir, at that time. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. For the Air National Guard as well as the Naval 
Reserve ? 

General Wirson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You are sure of that?” 

General Wirson. Yes, sir. That is the plan, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Any question on Bethel Air Guard? 

Mr. SuaTInsHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Oh. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. I would like the general to explain to the com- 
mittee why you selected a site that apparently requires a great deal 
of grading in respect to the type of soil involved. If you notice, there 
is an appropriation request for over $1 million, just simply to take care 
of the removal of peat beds and things of that kind. This question 
might conceivably come up and that is why I want you to explain it 
to the committee. 

General Witson. We had a site survey run by the Air Force that 
looked at some 22 different possible sites in the area of Minneapolis- 
St. Paul, and in consideration of the air traffic and everything com- 
bined, this was the.unanimous recommendation of the site planning 
done by the Air Force for the guard at this location. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Notwithstanding the rather high cost—— 
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General Winson. That was taken into consideration. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Of land improvement. ; 

General Witson. Anywhere you go in that area you are going to 
have people. : 

Mr. Van Zanvr. That is right. It is because of the contour of 
the country. re Ayr 

General Witson. It is the way the country is built. 

Mr. SiatrinsHek. I see. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, we approve $4,963,000 for Bethel. 
The next one. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. The next item is Buckley Naval Air Station, 
Denver, Colo. : Operational] facilities, $426,000. 

General Witson. This is an aircraft control and warning unit. It 
is one of two in the United States that we have operating 24 hours 
a day, 7 days a week. It is fulfilling a gap in the regular air defense 
coverage and the guard unit is meeting that requirement. 

We are presently in World War II facilities—tarpaper covered 
buildings, and we are now ready to proceed with the construction of 
a permanent site for this location. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Van Zanvr. Let me ask a question. 

Mr. River. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. General, some months ago, I think, when I was 
in Denver, someone complained about this Buckley. Naval Air Station 
being closed. 

General Witson. Buckley Air Station is being closed as far as a 
naval air station, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. All right. 

General Witson. The Air National Guard has a fighter squadron 
located on Buckley and we have sent in our requirements to take over 
the whole base, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I see. 

Then this will lose its identity as a naval air station ? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

: me. Van Zanpr. And become known as an Air National Guard 
ase ¢ 

General Wiurson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Very well. That explains it. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. The next item. 

Burlington Municipal Airport, Burlington, Vt.: Maintenance fa- 
cilities, $123,000. 

General Wirson. This is for an aircraft engine shop, for the main- 
tenance of the J-47 engines, with afterburners for the F-89D air- 
craft. The facility was built for propeller-driven aircraft. We have 
no facility in our present hangar to maintain the jet aircraft. And 
you will find several of these in the program. It is for the adequate 
maintenance of the equipment. 

Mr. Rivers. What kind of plane is that ? 

General Witson. It is for the F-89D, sir. It is an all-weather 
fighter intercepter. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that a J-47 or J-57 ? 
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General Wison. No, I believe it is the 47, sir. . It is the Northrup 
twin-engine all-weather fighter intercepter. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Mr. Chairman. 

General, in connection with the utilization of these bases, how soon 
will it be necessary now that we are going to jets to come in here and 
ask for authority and eventually money to lengthen the strips? 

General Wixson. Well, sir, if you will see in my program over 
here, in fiscal years 1960 through 1963, there are some runway ex- 
tensions in that. But that is phased with the arrival of the aircraft, 
sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

General Wiutson. For example, when we go to the F—102 from the 
F-86D and L, which presently can operate on 7,000, we are going to 
have to go up,to 9,000 feet, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. 9,000? 

General Winson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanovr. Is it proper to say that your present strips aver- 
age about 7,000 feet ? 

General Wison. Most of them average 7,000 at the present time. 
Some of them more. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And to meet the needs of the new aircraft you are 
going to have to move up to 9,000? 

General Wizson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Will it involve a great deal of acquisition of 
additional real estate, or do we have the real estate already ? 

General Witson. We have already been working on that, sir. And 
cities and municipalities—for example, in Montana, we are going to 
need to extend that runway there. The city came in the other day 
with a wire—in fact I got it yesterday. It is to where they just paid 
$140,000 for the necessary property to extend the runway. We told 
them we would not put it in our construction program until they 
could come in and tell us that the land was available. 

Mr. Van Zanvrt. That is all, Mr. Chairman. : 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, Mr. Van Zandt. Without objection, we 
approve Burlington. Go ahead. 

Mr. SiatinsHEK. The next items, Camp Williams. Camp Douglas, 
Wis. : Operational facilities, $82,000. 

General Wison. This is a permanent field training site, sir, and we 
want to put in an aircraft barrier on the field for the protection of 
the aircraft and the pilots in flying high performance jet aircraft, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

As Mr. Winstead observed, how did you get all of these installa- 
tions in this part of the world at this time? Do you carry this by 
increments ? 

General Wutson. Sir, we build our facilities based on our require- 
ments for the units that are within the overall Air Force program for 
the Air Guard. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you phase it out by increments? 

General Witson. Yes, sir, we phase it out by our requirements for 
runway extensions, as I just explained. We are going to have to do 
that a little later on as we go into other aircraft. 
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Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Wuson. As our personnel build up in strength, we try to 
give them additional facilities. We try to phase our construction 
program based on our requirements, and the years we are going to 
meet those requirements, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next one. 

Mr. SiatinsHEeK. Cheyenne Municipal Airport, Cheyenne, Wyo.: 
Operational facilities, $238,000. 

General Witson. Cheyenne, Wyo., used to fly F—-80’s off of a 9,000 
foot runway. They are going up—we have to extend that to 10,000 
feet due to the altitude which requires more, sir, than the normal 
7,000 feet. This is for the F-86L aircraft and eventually the 102, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, General, they will take off better at Denver than 
they will in Charleston, S.C. ? 

General Witson. No, sir, not the runway. 

Mr. Rivers. Not the runway ? 

General Witson. Because of the thinness of the air as you go up. 
Cheyenne is about 6,800 feet, sir. So you have to add runway exten- 
sions. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Wison. In other words, that same 10,000 feet would be 
about equal to 7,000 feet at Denver. 

Mr. Rivers. I have heard that said. But what I don’t understand 
is: A jet airplane is not a low-flying airplane. 

General Witson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It gets its power, then, by some thrust. 

General Witson. Well, it actually gets—it gets it power by thrust, 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

General Wixson. But the higher you go the more thrust you get 
with the less amount of fuel, due to consumption of fuel, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Wirson. It still has a wing loading, the same as a conven- 
tional airplane, and in a conventional airplane you needed longer run- 
ways at higher altitudes than you did at sea level, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I can understand with the bank of the propeller. 

General Witson. It is the same thing on your lift of the air over 
the wing, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I am not going to argue airplanes with you. That is 
your business. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. General, are there any more United Air Lines ac- 
tivities at Cheyenne? 

General Wirson. I believe they still have their stewardness school 
there. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. But their maintenance and so forth? 

General Witson. Maintenance is gone. I believe it is in Denver 
right now. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions on Cheyenne? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. The next item. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Maintenance facilities, 
$123,000. 
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General Wuson. This is the same building that is necessary for 
the maintenance of the F-89 engines that we had at the other loca- 
tions, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions on Dow Air Force Base? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. SLatInsHEK. Next item. af 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash.: Maintenance facilities, $245,000. 

General Witson. This is to replace a World War II facility. It is 
to replace the present lean-to of the hangar, as it is unaccessible to 
the operation for the F-89H aircraft, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What do we have at Geiger Field right now, out- 
side of the Air National Guard ? 

General Witson. There is one unit of the Air Force there, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What are they on on interceptors? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. They have an air defense unit. Then 
at, Fairchild, which is across the way, they have a SAC base there, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. These boys are tied in with the—— 

General Witson. Air Defense Command. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Air Defense Command and the atomic energy 
installation I think at Hanford. 

General Wiison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. SuatinsHexk. The next item. Haleakala Aircraft Control and 
Warning Facility, Maui, Hawaii.: Operational facilities, $446,000. 

General Witson. This is to replace the present facility that we 
have at Cocoa Head, which is one of the two squadrons that are 
located in Honolulu and are acting as the sole radar coverage for the 
Hawaiian Islands. In Hawaii, the Pacific Air Force is using two air- 
craft control and warning squadrons of the Air Guard and the one 
fighter squadron of the Air Guard as the defense of the Hawaiian 
Islands. The fighter unit is on 24-hour alert 7 days a week. This is 
to replace the World War II facility and to give them better opera- 
tional coverage. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Suatinsuek. The next item. Hancock Field, Syracuse, N.Y.: 
Operational facilities, $596,000. 

General Wiurson. This is for the lengthening of the runway to 
meet—,000 feet, for the F-84F’s and other high performance aircraft 
that train there during the field training period, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. Sv. Grorce. General, this is a field that is used jointly; is it 
not ? ; 

General Wixson. Yes, ma’am. It is used by the Air Defense Com- 
mand, who have a SAGE location. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorep, Yes, 

General Wison. At Hancock. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. How about the ordinary comercial traffic? 

General Witson. The commercial traffic is there, too; yes, ma’am. 
Then also we use it for the training of about 11 States—parts of 11 
States which come in there in the summertime. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. This is quite heavy traffic up there. 

General Witson. Yes, there is; quite heavy traffic. 
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Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Yes. 

General Wixson. And, of course, the people in Syracuse are very 
anxious for us to spend the money to meet our requirements on the 
runway because it will help them out, too. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. I am sure you need it. Because those runways 
are pretty inadequate. 

Mr. Rivers. "That was one of the considerations for your going in 
there, to help them maintain the field? 

General Wirson. No, sir. I think we were located there, in Syra- 
cuse, for quite some time. It met our requirements and also the 
requirements of the Air Defense Command, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So they just let you carry the ball on extending the 
runway ¢ 

Gumcel Wuson. They say they don’t have the requirement, but 
they always like more runway, and it does meet our requirement, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. StattnsHeK. The next item. Hector Field, Fargo, N. Dak.: 
Operational facilities, $946,000. 

General Wiuson. This field is presently 7,000 feet, and this is one 
of those where we are going into later modern jet aircraft and we 
have to extend the runway to 8,000 feet and prepare the necessary 
overrun, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

General Witson. This is in phase with our normal program. 

Mr. Morris. May I ask you one question. You said a while ago 
you needed to extend these runways from seven to nine. Did you 
say this one to eight ? 

General Witson. No, it is nine. I am sorry. This is nine. If I 
said eight, I meant nine. 

Mr. Morris. You did say eight and I was wondering as to the 
difference there. 

General Witson. It is 9,000, yes, sir, 9,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Morris. Just a minute. Mr. Chairman? Mr. Chairman? A 
parliamentary inquiry. Wasn’t that first one a recess and then just 
calling us back? 

Mr. Rivers. It is a 15-minute warning. 

Mr. Morris. Instead of a rollcall ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Without objection. Let’s see if we can’t finish before the next bell. 

Mr. StattnsHeK. The next one is Hubbard Field, Reno, Nev.: 
Operational facilities, $259,000. 

General Witson. This is for the replacing of a taxiway from our 
present runway into the guard facilities. We couldn’t do this at the 
time we put our facilities in there due to the fact that the commercial 
facilities—the terminal—was located in the glide slope. The city 
has now moved the terminal and we are now ready to proceed with 
the completion of our taxiway to the end of the runway, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rrvers. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Let me ask a question: Do we not have another 
field at Reno? 
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General Wiison. You have one at Stead, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Yes. 

General Witson. But it can’t be extended for the operation of jet 
aircraft. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. It can’t? 

General Wiutson. That is right. It is a survival school at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Yes; that is where they bring personnel for the 
survival training. 

What about the control tower there? Are you familiar with it? 
The last time I went in there I thought the wind was going to blow 
the control tower down. I dont’ think we have had too much prob- 
lem with it. At least we haven’t heard any kick from the city. Of 
course, that is a CC operated control tower and it may be in their 
construction program. 

Tam talking now of Stead. 

General Witson. I am not familiar with Stead, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. You are not familiar with that ? 

General Witson. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Anything else, Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. StatrnsHeK. The next item: Hulman Field, Terre Haute, Ind.: 
Operational facilities, $238,000. 

General Wirson. This is also one of the programs where we are 
extending the runways to 9,000 feet from our present 7,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. SiatinsHeK. The next item: Kokee Aircraft Control and 
Warning Facility, Kauai, Hawaii: Operational facilities, $283,000. 

General Witson. This is the other squadron of the aircraft control 
and warning unit in Hawaii which is being moved to another island 
from World War II facilities, for better operational control—that is 
in the coverage that they get from the radar, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions on that item? Without objection. 

Mr. SiatinsHEek. The next item: Little Rock Air Force Base, Little 
Rock, Ark.: Operational facilities, supply facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $2,323,000. 

General Wison. This is the replacement of facilities from Adams 
Field, at Little Rock, Ark., to Little Rock Air Force Base, where we 
are placing facilities for a jet squadron, on using the Air Force base 
and putting our minimum operational facilities there. For several 
years we have been operating off of Adams Field. The maximum the 
runway could be extended was 6,800 feet and it is not from a safety 
standpoint good for continued usage there, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman. Is Adams Field your municipal 
airport ? 

eneral Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What you are doing is going out to SAC now? 

General Witson. That is correct ? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And use the SAC base ? 

General Witson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you will have unlimited runway. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. That is right. 





1631 


General Witson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. f 

Mr. SuatinsHeK. The next item: Memphis Municipal Airport, 
Memphis, Tenn.: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, and 
supply facilities, $1,825,000. 

General Witson. This is at the time of the year where we phase our 
program for the relocation of units from World War IT facilities. 

We are about a year late. This should have been done last year, 
because since that time the facilities have been condemned and we are 
actually working on the outside. 

' So it is for the replacement of the existing facilities, World War IT, 
at Memphis Municipal Airport. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, a question. 

Mr. Rivers. Right. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How long are we going to be able to stay in 
Memphis? 

General Wirson. Well, sir, we are getting a 50-year lease. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. A 50-year lease? 

General Wuson. Yes, sir; for our guard unit. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Isn’t it true that the population is gradually clos- 
ing in in that area. 

Consvel Wuson. Memphis is one of our better locations, Mr. Van 
Zandt. For example, on the east-west runway, the city has zoned that 
and you are pretty open on both sides of there. Except for one high- 
way, you are in good shape at Memphis. We have presently 9,200 feet 
of runway there. 

Mr. Rivers. I am glad you asked that, Mr. Van Zandt. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. I am just wondering if we are not confused. See if 
we can straighten it out here. 

Off the record here. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Rivers. Is that all, Mr. Van Zandt ? 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That isall. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The next one. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. The next item, Peoria Municipal Airport, Greater 
Peoria, Ill.: Operational facilities, $192,000. 

General Wuson. This is increasing the size of the apron for the 
parking of aircraft to meet the requirements for jet aircraft, where 
before it was provided for just conventional 

Mr. Rivers. The same as they are now, only making them bigger? 

General Wison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The next item. 

Mr. Statmnsuexk. The next item: San Juan International Airport, 
San Juan, P.R.: Operational facilities and supply facilities, $943,000. 

General Wirson. This is for the expansion of the apron for the same 
reason. It is the increasing of the warehouse equipment, where the 
facility before was established for P-51’s which had about 8,000 line 
items, and now we have gone up to some 12,000 to 15,000 line items. 

_ We almost doubled our supply requirement. It is for the build- 

ing of a group operation and training building to take care of the 

some 700 people there, where we have present facilities for about 400. 
Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 
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Mr. StatinsHex. The next item: Sioux Falls (Foss Field), Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak. : Maintenance facilities, $123,000. “age 

General Witson. This is the engine buildup shop, similar to what 
we have had on other bases that are equipped with the F-89, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Springfield is for the same reason, too? 

General Wizson. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Is the next one the same reason ? 

General Witson. Springfield? That isacontrol tower. 

Mr. Rivers. Control tower. You don’t have any control tower there 
at all? 

General Wizson. No control tower there at all. We have been using 
what I would call a very limited standard one. But we feel now, with 
the operation of jet aircraft for their instrument flying, we have to 
furnish the necessary facilities, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objections. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Mr. Chairman. 

Will this be separate and distinct from the municipal—— 

General Wuson. It will be operated by the CAA, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. CAA? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. But the majority of the traffic is guard traffic? 

General Witson. The majority of the traffic is guard traffic. 

Mr, Van Zanpr. That is right. Springfield has nothing more than 
feeder service and no airplane service at all. 

General Witson. Mostly feeder. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. SratinsHeK. Mr. Chairman, that is the Springfield item you 
approved without objection ¢ 

Ir. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

(Springfield Municipal Airport, Springfield, Ohio: Operational 
facilities, $105,000.) ; 

Mr. Rivers. The next item is Truax Field. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Truax Field, Madison, Wis.: Maintenance facil- 
ities, $123,000. 

General Witson. This is the same engine shop for the F-89’s that 
we have had in other locations, sir, for the same reason. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Mr. SratinsueK. The next item: “Will Rogers Field, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. : Operational facilities, $317,000.” 

General Witson. This is a replacement facility for an aircraft con- 
trol and warning unit. They are presently located in World War II 
barracks that are not feasible for satisfactory operation of the 
modern equipment that we have in the A.C, and W., sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Morris, any questions? 

Mr. Morris. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Any questions on Will Rogers? 

(No amg 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

Now, Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. The next item that concerns the Air National 
Guard is a request for changes in Public Law 685. There are two 
items. 

Mr. Rivers. What is this section 4 here? 





1683 


Mr. StatinsHeK. That is a general language section that is in- 
cluded in every one of these construction bills. It is year after 
year. It is to give them general authority—it is an emergency 
authorization. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

We don’t need to do anything about that? 

Mr. StatinsHek. No, sir. 

If you would like to elaborate on it? However, we have Mr. Dein- 
inger of the Department of Defense here who could explain this more 
precisely. 

General Witson. It is very necessary and has been used. 

Mr. Rivers. What does it give you ? 

General Wirson. It gives us authority in case of emergency where 
due to the Guard, or our program being changed by the Air Force 
and all at once we get a change in missions. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

General Wirson. That we are able to come back and ask the com- 
mittees for authority. 

Mr. Rivers. It has been in all your bills? 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuaTINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If there is no objection, we will approve that. 

What is the next thing? 

Mr. StatinsHEK. The next item is on page 66, on line 4, headed “Air 
National Guard of the United States.” 

These are changes to Public Law 685. 

General Wilson could explain both these items. 

General Witson. Yes. ‘These two items, Mr. Chairman, were 
authorized last year—— 

Mr. Rivers. You went over your estimate. 

General Witson. We went over our estimate; yes, sir. It is the 
same items, which we will do in 1960, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, they are both approved. 

Mr. StatinsHek. That concludes the Air National Guard, Mr. 
Chairman. 

And that concludes each of the components’ part in this title 5 
of the construction bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, General. 

General Witson. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You made a fine staetment. You knew everything 
about every one of them. You made a finestatement. 

General Witson. Off the record, sir. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Winsteap. Just before the general goes, I would like to com- 
pliment him on doing such a senihteliaten job. 

Did you get from him whether or not he is getting practically 
everything he requested in this bill ? 

Mr. Rivers. Oh. 

What percentage of your requests were approved ? 

General Witson. Well, sir, we originally started out with a request 
of approximately $24 million. By the time we got through with 
the Bureau of the Budget, it was $15.5, sir. 
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Mr. Winsteap. I just wonder, General. Do-you think.this is ade- 
quate for what you require? 

General Witson. This can be used properly. It delays some of the 
things I would have liked to have done, such as replacement of fa- 
cilities and building some other needed facilities that make us better 
operational. It was all of the money that they felt they could spend 
as far as the guard. 

It can be phased over another period, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. May I ask him about the equipment he has? 

I know in some places you are pretty well equipped. On the whole, 
are you satisfied with the planes and equipment that you are getting 
for your Air National Guard ? 

Of course, you never can get everything you want. 

General Witson. Of course, everybody would like to have 100 
series airplanes. But I think that the guard is in better shape today 
in first-line equipment than it has ever been. 

For example, in the last 2 years we have converted some 72 of 
our squadrons. We are flying the F-100 aircraft at the present time 
in two of our units. Our third squadron is coming in next year. 

We feel it won’t be too long until we will be in other century 
series aircraft, sir. 

Mr. Winsreap. And, General, year after year we have had testi- 
mony that the Air National Guard is pretty well ready in case of 
an emergency. You feel we are as near up to par today as we were 
a year ago or when you testified before ? 

General Witson. We are in much better shape than we have ever 
been. I am saying we are ready to go. All they have got to do is 
give us the word, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Thank you, General. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, General. You made a fine statement. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the general a 
question ? 

Is this an executive session here? 

Mr. StatinsueEk. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. But I think everybody is cleared. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. What about the roles and the missions of the Air 
National Guard, General, as we move into this missile age? 

General Witson. Well, sir, there is—I don’t think for several years 
to come that we will be out of flying fighter aircraft. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. What I have in mind is this. Somewhere along 
the line someone has told me that the Air National Guard is moving 
into missile control. 

General Wuson. That is correct, sir. Right now in the present 
program of the Air Force, the Air Guard is supposed to, or will in 
1961, as the present program stands, take a test Bomare squadron. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. A Bomarc? 

General Witson. A Bomarc-type squadron, to see the feasibility of 
utilizing that type of a ground-to-air missile. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Ground to air? 

General Wison. In the Air Defense and see if it works in the 
Reserve components, sir. And based on that study will be the deter- 
mination of how much that program is made. 

4 Mr. Van Zanpvr. Will that augment flying or would it displace: 
ying? 
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General Wirson. I would say in certain places it might displace, 
and itmight not. It depends on the location, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I realize that 1961 is still a few years away. Be- 
tween now and then there are many changes 

General Witson. Sir, we figure it is going to take us 18 months to 
get our people trained to be ready to take over a Bomarc site in 1961, 
which we are working right now on phasing our personnel into 
schools and so forth, so that we will be able to come up in 1961. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Your table of organization in 1961 would in- 
clude, would it not, some station keepers, we will say ? 

General Wixson. That is correct. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. That will mean that you will have the necessary 
number of officers and enlisted men on duty around the clock. 

General Witson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. To be augmented by the Reserve personnel who 
live nearby. 

General Wison. Yes, sir. That is exactly the same thing we are 
doing with the aircraft control and warning, at 4 locations—2 in 
Hawaii and at Salt Lake City and Denver, i they are operating 
24 hours a day, but they are also supported by the part-timers on the 
weekends and the 2 weeks. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can you really build up a sharp organization 
using this technique? 

General Wirson. We built up what I think is one of the finest or- 
ganizations. It was done that way, sir. It really works out fine, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I am interested in it. 

General Wirson. I would like some time for you, if you could, to 
come out and take a look at it. Because it is a real interesting experi- 
ment that we have. 

Mr. Rivers. As soon as we get some time, we might do that. 

General Witson. We would love to have you. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

General, the fact that you have a dual, State and Federal control, 
still works to the great advantage of the Air National Guard ? 

General Wixson. Well, it hasn’t worked any disadvantages on the 
Aircraft Control, nor has it 
* Mr. os I say it has worked to the advantage of the Air National 

uard 

General Witson. Yes, sir. There is no question about that. That 
is right, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You are not always exposed to the tender mercies of 
certain people, like you are in the Reserve? 

General Wirson. Well, we depend on the States. In other words, 
we give the States the job to do, and the States are just as interested 
in producing as good and well-trained an organization as I am for 
them to produce them. We showed wonderful progress. 

Mr. Bray. I was one that was very proud of the job the Air Na- 
tional Guard has been doing. 

Of course, not being a southerner, I will not say—ascribe it to 
States rights, but I do think States rights 

Mr. Rivers. States rights is not southern. 

Mr. Bray. No. We believe that in Indiana, too. 
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We believe that the fact that the States do have control of both 
the Air and the Army National Guard—that fact has been of enorm- 
ous benefit in saving both of them from the fate that happens to 
have befallen some of our Reserve units. 

General Witson. Yes, sir. 

Talking about giving a State a job todo. We gave Florida a job: 
the squadrons to represent the Air Guard in the worldwide rocketry 
meet this year at Tyndall Field, Fla., the meet called “William Tell.” 

We suggested that they win it, which they did. We fired the only 
perfect score that has ever been fired in a weapons meet. 

Mr. Rivers. Better stop right there, General. 

Mr. Winsteap. Thank you, very much. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you, very much. 

_ General Wizson. It can be equaled, but it can never be bettered, 
sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, let’s get to the other things and finish up. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. As a matter of summarizing committee action 
on this portion of the bill, the committee has made no actual changes 
to the bill other than the deletion of a typographical error that. oc- 
curred on page 58, which is a repetition of a previous item. 

Mr. Rivers. You take care of that. Without objection, you can 
take care of that. What is next? 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Now we have had a couple of members recom- 
mend two additions to the bill. 

One has to do—both have to do with Army National Guard in- 
stallations. One at Heber Springs, Ark., which would require a Fed- 
eral contribution of $90,000, or an authorization of $90,000, and at 
Dermott, Ark., an authorization for $45,000. 

Mr. Bray. These two items, do they want the Federal Government 
to contribute the full part of the armory ? 

Mr. Statinsuek. No, sir. This would be done in the same manner 
as other National Guard authorizations. They simply did not appear 
in the authorization bill that was sent to us by ths Department. of 
Defense. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s take them in order. 
ae objection, we approve both Dermott and Heber Springs, 

rk. 

Mr. SiatInsHEK. Yes, sir. 

I take it the motion is passed to add—— 

Mr. Rivers. Include those two. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. To add Heber Springs and Dermott, Ark.? 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. StatinsHEK. At $90,000 and $45,000. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. You had one you said you wanted to 
substitute, colonel ? 

Colonel Kister. Yes, sir. The adjutant general of Ohio has re- 
quested that the project at Logan be deleted and—— 

Mr. Rivers. He just changed his priority ? 

Colonel Kreter. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Colonel Krister. In other words, the armory at Lancaster, Ohio— 
and both projects are in the 10th District out there—that Logan be 
stricken out and Lancaster be substituted for it. 

Mr. Suatinsuex. That is on page 58, line 5. 
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Has the Department of Defense approved this change ? 

Colonel Kister. We have referred it to them. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, the Department of Defense request 
to change Logan to Lancaster will be approved. 

Now what else is there? 

Mr. StatinsHEK. There is one other change. 

The National Guard had requested a deletion of certain rescissions 
that they had indicated in this bill. 

Mr. Kivers. The deletion of the rescissions? What does that put 
us ¢ 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. That is on page 67, line 6 and line 11. 

They had previously received authorizations for Hammonton, N.J., 
at $175,000-——— 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that ? 

Mr. SuaTINsHEK. Page 67 of the bill, line 6 and line 11. 

Mr. Rivers. Lines—— 

Mr. SuaTINsHex. Six and eleven. 

Mr. Rivers. Hammonton ? 

Mr. StatinsHEK. Hammonton, N.J. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

Mr. SuatInsHEK. $175,000. That was an authorization provided. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. And similarly, Pitman, N.J., an authorization of 
$175,000 provided. The National Guard had requested in this bill 
that these authorizations be rescinded. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. SuatinsHex. They have now informally advised me they re- 
quest to withdraw this request for rescission. So therefore I would 
like Colonel Kibler to address himself to that. 

We have Mr. Deininger, of the Department of Defense, who also 
could give us the Defense view in respect to it. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s hear from the colonel first. What is the reason 
for that, Colonel ? 

Colonel Krister. Mr. Chairman, at the time we prepaerd our draft 
for submission to the Department of the Army and Department of 
Defense, the adjutant of New Jersey had indicated to us that there 
would no longer be a requirement for amories at these two locations. 
As a result of having received their formal troop basis and goin, 
through their reorganization, they have now determined that bot 
armories will be required, and that the Governor has recommended 
to the State Legislature of New Jersey that funds be provided for 
these armories. 

Mr. Rivers. In other words, they are now going to meet the re- 
quirements ? 

Colonel Krster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And request them to be retained ; is that right ? 

Colonel Krister. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Had they previously been approved by the Department 
of Defense? 

Colonel Krsuer. Yes, sir; they were in the bill passed last year. 

Mr. Rivers. It is the same thing. It is the same thing as our ap- 
propriated money, or authorizing money and going back with the 
rescission operation. 
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Mr. Bray. That is re-rescission. 

Mr. Rivers. This would be re-rescission. 

Now, I guess the proper thing to do is, without objection, the words 
“Hammonton, N.J.,” on line 6, page 67, and “Pitman, N.J.,” line 11, 
on page 67, be stricken out—each line. 

Colonel Kiser. That is our request, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection it is approved. 

What is the next thing ? 

Mr. SiatinsHek. That is all. i 

We would necessarily have to make an appropriate change in the 
dollar figures. 

Mr. Rivers. You do that. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. We will take care of that. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, the figures will be made to conform 
to the action taken by the committee, and Mr. Slatinshek, you do that. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, the subcommittee will report this 
part of the bill back to the full committee, with—what, two amend- 
ments, or three amendments ? 

Mr. StatinsHek. There will be—— 

Mr. Rivers. With sundry amendments. 

Mr. StatinsHeK. Sundry amendments; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. Mr. Chairman, may I make one request ? 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Winsteap. Will you submit for the record the States that have 
money available to meet all this that is on the list that we approved 
here today, and the ones that are listed here ? 

Colonel Kreter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLtatinsHEK. Mr.—excuse me. Are you addressing your ques- 
tion to Colonel Kibler ? 

Mr. Winsteap. Yes. I want a report of the States who have the 
money now available to effect not only the request of the approvals 
here, but all that you have listed here that have been approved by the 
Department of Army, the National Guard Bureau, and so on. 

olonel Kieter. Sir, we do not include anything in there unless the 
State does make a statement to us that they have funds and sites avail- 
able for the armories. 

Mr. Wrnsteap. In other words, had we approved this entire list, 
the State money is available to have done the total job? 

Colonel Krister. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteav. Of what you submitted to us? 

- Colonel Krister. Sir, after the meeting here I contracted every 
tate. 

Mr. Winsteap. Yes. 

~ Colonel Krister. That are there. 

Mr. Winsteap. I had not seen this until just a few minutes ago. 

Colonel Kister. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. Rivers. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 2:30 p.m., the subcommittee adjourned. After the 
chairman had advised counsel to insert into the record statements 
submitted in connection with H.R. 4414.) 
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(The statements referred to are as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF ROBERT N. GIAIMO, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, THIRD DISTRICT, 
CONNECTICUT 


Mr. Chairman, I thank the subcommittee for the privilege of submitting brief 
remarks supporting the military construction authorization bill (H.R. 4414) 
insofar as this legislation provides for the construction of a pier in New Haven, 
Conn., for the use of the Naval Reserve Training Center at New Haven. 

The construction of the operational facilities for the New Haven Naval Re- 
serve Training Center will involve the expenditure of $323,000. The pier will 
be built in the long wharf project area, adjacent to that area of the city where 
an extensive redevelopment program is being undertaken. 

The city of New Haven has been interested in the development of this naval 
installation and is willing to lease to the Navy Department certain land areas 
which will be needed by them for the development and construction of this 
project. 

This project will increase the efficiency of the reservists, better their training 
and be most beneficial to the New Haven Naval Reserve Training Center. It 
will be urgently needed in the unfortunate event that hostilities break out re- 
quiring rapid mobilization. 

I urge your subcommittee to favorably consider the request for approval of 
the new Haven Naval Reserve Training Center project proposed by the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 


NATIONAL GUARD ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D.C., Mareh 11, 1959. 
Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee No. 3, Committee on Armed Services, House Office 
Building, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Rivers: In behalf of the National Guard Association of the United 
States and the States, Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and Territory of Alaska, 
I should like to express appreciation for the consideration extended to wit- 
nesses from the National Guard Bureau during the study and examination of 
H.R. 4414 by your committee. 

We were extremely gratified at the interest displayed by the members of the 
committee in respect to the construction program of the Army National Guard 
and Air National Guard, and delighted that the committee saw fit to direct the 
Army National Guard witness to submit to the committee an additional and 
more comprehensive list of facilities to be included in the bill. 

For the past few years the armory construction program of the Army Na- 
tional Guard has been subject to many unreasonable delays because of the dila- 
torious actions of the Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 
Moreover, the expenditure ceilings placed upon the program have jeopardized 
its implementation and could ultimately result in a loss of the matching funds 
appropriated by State legislatures. At the time of the enactment of the source 
statute governing the construction of National Guard and Reserve facilities the 
States entered the program in good faith and it is due largely to State support 
that the construction of Army Naional Guard armories has attained its present 
degree of success. 

While we do not seek favored treatment for the National Guard it is obvious 
that the Federal Government obtains a greater return on its investment in Army 
National Guard armory construction because of the matching funds appropri- 
ated by the States for that purpose. 

Although the authorization bill is a necessary prerequisite, the enactment of 
H.R. 4414 into law without providing for the funding support required to 
implement its provisions does not guarantee the construction of a solitary 
armory or nonarmory project. 

We respectfully urge that the committee make known its recommendations to 
the Appropriations Committee of the House when that latter group is consider- 
ing appropriations to support the construction program. 

Sincerely, 
WitrtAm H. Harrison, Jr., 
Major General, AGC, MassARNG, President. 
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STATEMENT or Cot. JoHN T. CARLTON, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR RESERVE OFFICERS 
ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STAT#s, RE H.R. 4414, a BILL TO AUTHORIZE Crr- 
TAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 


Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee : 

Thank you again for the privilege of appearing before you to urge favorable 
consideration of this bill to provide additional facilities for the training of the 
Nation’s Reserve Forces. 

It is our opinion that sound cause has been pled by the military representa- 
tives who have appeared here, and it is our hope that the committee will agree 
to a continuance of the program which has done so much to improve the train- 
ing and effectiveness of our Reserve units. 

We can all agree, I am sure, that in this day of technical and scientific ad- 
vancement, we must take steps to provide better facilities for the Reserves. 
The time has long since past when soldiers could be made by marching in 
grandpappy’s pasture with broomsticks for weapons. The soldiers of today 
must understand and be able to operate weapons and equipment which require 
knowledge, and a skill and facility in their use which is not easily acquired. 

We are convinced that the people of the United States not only are willing 
but are anxious to pay the necessary bills for this type of training and equip- 
ment—and of course neither can be had and protected without the series of 
armories which have been going up for the past few years. 

The modest program contemplated by this bill merits the indorsement of every 
taxpayer. We know that this committee, with its experience and wisdom in the 
fie'd of military legislation, recognizes the issues at stake. It is our hope that 
this measure will be promptly advanced on the legislative ladder. 


House or RepresENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, March 17, 1959. 


The committee met at 10 a.m., the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair- 
man, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

A quorum is present. 

Members of the committee, the first order of business this morning 
is to consider H.R. 3674, that takes the place of H.R. 4414, which was 
the military public works bill. 

Now this is a clean bill. Every item in this bill is in accordance 
with our decision with reference to H.R. 4414, which we concluded 
_ — day after a line item reading of the bill, of every item in 
the bill. 

Now I have one amendment. I forgot to offer it to the committee 
and I am going to ask the committee to consider it. The bill is open 
for amendments from anyone else who has any amendments to 
suggest. 

ut in the accumulation of so many amendments up here I forgot 
to call this to the committee’s attention. 

I am asking that on page 40, line 6, insert a new item as follows: 
“Moody Air Force Base, Ga., 200 units.” 

Now this matter has been pending in the Department and it hasn’t 
quite formulated itself. But I have confidence that it will. 

This is a permission to construct, when it is all worked out, 200 
Capehart units at this airbase. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. What airbase is it? 
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The Cuarrman. Moody Air Force Base. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. What State is it in? 

The Cuatrman. It is in south Georgia, very close to Thomasville. 

Mr. Van Zanvt. How far from Milledgeville? 

The Cuarrman. About 300 miles. 

Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Are there any other amendments in the bill? 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conetan. I have been in receipt of a communication from the 
regional water pollution control board of the San Francisco Bay re- 
gion. And in the communication they indicate that raw sewage is 
being discharged by the Navy installation. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Conetan. Raw sewage. 

The Cuatrman. Raw sewage. 

Mr. Couetan. Is being discharged by our Navy installations on 
Treasure and Yerba Buena Islands and this problem has not been 
corrected. 

I am wondering, Mr. Chairman—it is a relatively small item in this 
huge bill. And this is a tremendously important problem in the bay 
area. 

This is a water pollution control board but here we have the Navy 
contributing to the pollution of the bay. 

We have been trying to get cities around the bay area to cooperate. 
We finally have. 

I would hope that it might be possible, Mr. Chairman, to consider 
an amendment which might provide for that sewage treatment plant. 

The CHamman. Have you anything drafted ? 

Mr. Conetan. I just received the communication, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest, Mr. Kelleher, you try to work out an 
amendment and we will try to consider it and offer it as we take the 
bill on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Coneian. Thank you very much. 

The Cuatrman. Now, are there any questions from any other mem- 
ber of the committee ? 

(No response. 

If not, we will call the roll. All in favor of voting H.R. 5674 as 
amended when your name is called, vote aye and all opposed vote no. 

Call the roll. 

(Rollcall.) 

The Cuatrman. There are 35 yeas and no nays. The bill is unani- 
mously passed. 

Now, members of the committee, I will try to get a hearing before 
the Rules Committee on next Tuesday, the 24th. 

It will require that length of time to get the report prepared and 
have all the testimony printed. 

On the 25th I have asked the leadership to permit me to present 
the bill to the House. If that is granted, I hope to pass it that day 
or the next day, before the Easter recess. 
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If we do succeed in passing it then, that will practically wind up 
all of our business that the Department has sent to the committee up 
to date. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, can I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. How much time will you ask for on a rule on this? 

The Cuarrman. Oh, you and I will ask for about 2 hours. 

Mr. Arenps. My thought is: If we could get it done Wednesday, 
that would be fine—Wednesday of next week. 


O 











